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[1st Sept., 


«o /i/li ^^ 4 ®®y«™™ent considenng the desirability of taking stepa- 
80 that all post ofiices m malana-affected areas get a regular and con-* ’ 
tmuous supply of quinine through the post offices ? ^ 

MINISTER inohargtof LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT depabt - 

o‘rr.r"r "•»>= <“><•> ^ 

(if) They get supplies normally at intervals of 10 days These 
M’ere reported recently to be exhausted within a week. 

Bi. In-rl that the demand increased owing to the outbreak of 

ail epidemic of malaria. 

(b) and (d) The member is presumed to mean, why has the avail- 
able supply of quinine not been larger. No complaints had been 
iecei\e( rom the public before the present epidemic ^nd the quinine 
mpiest was therefore considered to be adequate. Steps have recently 
leeii taken to double the imprest of all post offices in Mymensingh. 

(c) The (lovernnieiit of Bengal have a large stock of .miiiine 
powder mainly in crude form, but the supply of tablets is limited to 

he amount which can be manufactured. There is a shortage of 
febrifuge and febrifuge tablets because febrifuge is produced only as 
a by-product in the manufacture of quinine : the supply is therefore 
limited and not sufficient to meet the present demand for febrifuge. 

Stole , ,,, „„ 

“•y.isss. 


•Sararchar 

Katiadi 


200 tubes 

70 .. 


350 tubes. 
150 .. 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: With reference +n i i 

not the manufacture of quinine lieen increased in view of the ' 1 
of malaria in several districts.^ 

« 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCu onv. c. 

b™. lak™ ,h.- " 

BAbu HEM CHANDRA ROY 0HOUDHlJi!iia t • i* i « 

that the quinine sold in the month of June 1933 * is^awTf”^ 

if pTsitleP ' ““"""b »f epidemic of malaria and tp, to check if, 

lie.rikT“* «''• >■- 


/ 
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GOVEENMENT BILL. 


•m, Rai Maiiir Rfflt Cbaaira. 
Mah, Maalvi Aiaal Haaiii. 
itovta, Mr. i. W. II. 

•aaiatr, Mr. 0. R. 

Tat aiataa« Mr. W. H. * 


[IsT Sept., 

TMfMM, Mr. M. P. V. 

WMktr, Mr. W. A. M. 

WNkiMM, Mr. M. R. • 

WMkktU, tM Hm'W* Mr. J. A. 


Ayes being 19 and Noes 89, the motion was lost. 

The motion that the Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933, 
be recommitted to the Select Committee with respect to clauses 7, si 
9, 10, 11 and 12, was put and lost. 

The motion that the Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933, 
be taken into consideration, was put and agreed to. 


Clause 1. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I to move that clause 1 
)e renumbered as clause 1 (/) and after that clause as renumbered the 
following be added, namely: — 

“(2) This Act will come into operation on such date as the Local 
Government may, by notification in the Calcuiia Gazette, direct and for 
this purpose the Local Government may notify different dates for the 
coming into operation of different provisions of tliis Act.” 

I think there is nothing much objectionable from the Government 
point of view in this amendment of mine. I would ratlier put it that 
the considemtion of this amendment and its acceptance or otherwise 
by the Hon’ble Minister will be an acid test of liis repeated protests 
that in introducing the Bill he was not vindictive. Som^ of us may 
have had our doubts on the point and those doubts might be strengthened 
by the feeling that probably tlie Ilon’ble Minister protests too much, 
but I hope that by accepting this amendment he will show that he is 
really not pursuing the Corporation from any evil motive, if I may 
say so. As the House has seen, .so far as the first part of the Bill is 
concerned, it relates to the appointment of officers. As tJie Bill is not 
retrospective, it is only to operate in the case of future appointments, 
and I may take it that judging from the number of convicted people 
which has been given • in that discredited Publicity Department 
pamphlet, of which the Hon’ble Minister says he knows nothing, and 
disclaims all responsibility for it, I take it that even according to that 
pamphlet which the Hon’ble Minister, as I have just said, finds himself 
now compelled by circumstances to disown, I submit that according to 
that pamphlet, even the number or rather the proportion of officers 
objected to by the Publicity or the Police Department and not by the 
Local Self-Government Department, the proportion is infinitesimal, and 
the number of new appointments is not likely to be many— at least no 
figures have been given to us, nor any theories or suggestions have been 
advanced by the Local Self-Government Department or by any o^her 
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cbttrged for electricity by the Calcutta Electric Sujply Corporation, 
which he declares to be definitely wronj?, if not untrue. I prot the 
figure (-1925 annas per unit) from a letter addressed to the Chief 
Executive Officer of the Corporation on Januffry 26, 1931, by the 
Calcutta Electric Supply Corporation. A copy of the letter is here: 
its number is 2448. Mr. Basil quoted seven points on which he 
claimed to confute me. But this is one out of the seven points on 
which I am afraid he is wrong. Mr. Ba.su has obviously been driven 
to desperation in this debate as for the first time in my t»xperience I 
notice he has been reduced to reading out a speet h — and I hope he 
wrote it himself. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I did not rtMid a speei’h. I 
merely referred to notes. T cannot carry all these figures in iny head. 


Mfr H. P. V. TOWN END: I apologise. I pass to a second point. 
He claims that when I said that there was no real coinprehensivo 
electric scheme, I cut away the ground from under (Government’s feet: 
because the only real argument for having the surcharge sections was 
the attitude taken up by the Corporation as regards electrical schemes. 
In this argument he has confus<*d — or his advi.sers have confused — two 
totally difi'erent things: one is the comprehensive scheme and the other 
is the series of electrical works comprising a small system for generat- 
ing and distributing electricity to wdiich Government took exception. 
It is the attitude of the Corporation towards the latter whicdi justifies 
the surcharge clauses, I may explain tliat in some ways the two 
things are ngt separate. Dr. Dey himself has said in his reply to the 
schedule tliat they are two different things and I myself in my previous 
speech dealt with the comprehensive scheme only bec ause Mr. P. Banerji 
had referred to it. I really thought it not strictly relevant. Govcun- 
ment, however, hold that the comprehensive scheme ought to have 
included these separate works. The Corporation put forward their 
comprehensive scheme for generating electricity on a wholesale scale 
and simultaneously they put forwarfl some other schemes for generat- 
ing electricity on a small scale. When it^was suggested that these 
were a waste of money in view of the proposed comprehensive scheme, 
they said that these latter schemes were designed to dovetail into that 
comprehensive electric scheme. Government, therefore, said that they 
ought to form a part of the comprehensive scheme under section 14 of 
tb# Calcutta Municipal Act which says that when any project is framed 
by the Corporation for the execution of any work or series of works and 
tbb oost is to be so much, the sanction of Government is necessary. 
Mm answers the point raised by Mr. Basu^when he said that if 1 
declare that there was no detailed comprehensive scheme put forward 
by Dr. Dey, 1 cannot claim that there was anything to give sanction 


Vol. XLII— No. 3. 



Council Proce^ings 

Official Report 

Bengal Legislative Council 


Forty-second Session, 1933 


29th and 31st August, 1st and 4th to 8th 
Septenjber, 1933. 


Calcutta 

Bengal Secretariat Book Depot 
1933 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 457 

TT ^1 *^® House to remember the words used bv the 

Roa ble Minister iii ^posing: amendment No. 215 . He said that unless 
pnmsion was made for the cost of the auditors and thdre was likelihoml 
.of the auditors being mulcted in Court they would have to pay from 
thew own pockets and tin's provision would be hanging like the sword 
of ^ifocles over the heads of tlie auditors and they would not be able 
to do their dutiovS with that senne of sei.urity and safety Mith whieli 
they ought to work. I wish the Hon’ble Minister reiueiuberiHl this 
very ^eiieficent principle in proposing surcharges in the case of the 
Corporatiqji, its Aldermen, officers and Committee men. However that 
may be, I see no reason why there should be a distinction in principle 
between <‘ost of the auditors and the cost of the Corporation 
employees. Aldermen or Councillor. It is said that because the Bengal 
Government at present allow the auditors to audit the Corporation 
accounts tree of charge, therefore, when the High Court says that the 
auditors shall be lyulcted in cost, the cost ought to be ]>aid bv the 
Corporation, that is to say, becau.se a wrong churge has been made 
against the Corporation by the auditors, the cost of the auditor must 
be paiil by the Corporation, because they have been kind enough to 
bring a wrong charge against the officers of the Corporation— strange 
logic indeed. The only redeeming feature of that principle would be 
If It were the law that in all cases the cost of these proceeilings would 
be borne by the Corporation. After all it is not the auditors alone 
who do or profe.ss to do the Corporation work; there are Councillors, 
Aldermen, Committee men who look after the finaiues of the Corpora- 
tion ; "they are all there to do the Corporation work, and if they make 
mistakes tliey make mistakes in their activities as membms or Officers 
of the Coiimration. To use a vulgar expression, “it is not their paternal 
work that thdy are doing;’’ they are doing the work of the Corporation 
and, 1^ in doing that work they are surcharged and there is a proceed- 
ing 111 Court, I submit the same princijile ought to apply to the 
imsucce.ssful party or the successful party, whether the unsuccessful 
party happens not to be auditors but the other side. As some of the 
members of the Hou.se may bp aware, wlien there is a question of 
difficulty of construing a will and litigation has to be resorted to, the 
Court always decides that the cost of both sides should come out of the 
estate. Supposing a question of account which is to be decided 
against the members of the Corporation, is one of peculiar diffii ulty and 
it 18 not unknown, because as I have reminded the House on several 
occasions, not one departmental head of the Government of Bengal has 
up to now escaped the castigation of the Accountant-General for 
financial irregularity, but they go on merrily becau.se there is no 
question of surcharging them. If there were a question of surcharging 
them I would have liked to see how they felt when a surcharge was 
put upon them. As Mr. Chatterjee pointed out, there l as been no 
surcharge for the dredgers, but the dredgers is an extreme case, but 
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OOVErAmeNT of BENGAL. 


GOVERNOR OF BENGAL. 

feia Excellency Colonel the Right Hon^Me Sir John Andsbson, P.C., 

G.C.B., 6.C.I.B|w 

MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIYE COUNCIL. ‘ 

The Hoii’hle Sir Provash (’huni)er Mitteh, K.r.s.i., r.i.E., in charge 
of the following portfolios:-^ 

1. Land Revenue. 

2. Land Acquisition. 

3. Excluded Areas. 

4. Jails. 

5. Legislative. 

The Hon’lile AUfiidj Nawub Bahadur Sir Abdelkeium Ghuznavi, kt., 
of Dilduar, in charge of tiio following portfolios: — 

1. Emigration. 

2. Immigration. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

4. Haj Pilgrimage. 

5. Forests. 

6. Irrigation. 

The Hon’ble Sir AVillia.m Pkentki., k.(m.e., ( .s.i., i.c.s., in charge 
of the following portfolios 7 ^ 

1. Appointment. 

2. Political, excluding Haj Pilgrimage. 

3. Police. 

4. Ecclesiastical. 

5. Regulation of medical and other professional qualifications 

and standards, subject to legislation by the Indian 
Legislature. * 

6. « Judicial. 

7. HazariJ^agh Reformatory School. 
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GOVERNMENT OF BENGAL. 


Tbe«Hon’ble Mr. J. A. Woodhead,* c.i.*., i.c.s., if .charge of 
the following portfolioe: — * 

1. Finance. 

% 

2/ Separate Revenue. 

3. Commerce and Industrial subjects. 

4. Marine. 

5. European Education. 


MINISTERS. 

f 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. 0. M. Faeoqui, Khan Bahadur, in charge of 
the following portfolios: — 

1. Agriculture and Industries (excluding Excise). 

2. Public Works. 


The llon’ble Mr. Kiiwaja Nazimuddin, c.i.e., in charge of the following 
portfolios ; — 

1. Education. 

2. Registration. 


The Hon’ble Sir Buoy Pkasad Singh Roy, kt., in charge of the 
following portfolios: — 

• « 


X. «Local Self-Government. 
2. Excise. 
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Principal officer^ of the Bengal legislative 

COUNCIL. 


President. 

The Hon’ble Raja Sir Manmath.\ Nath Ray CHArDHURi, kt., of 
San tosh. 


Deputy President. 

Mr. Razaur Rahman Khan, b.l. 


Panel of Chairmen for the Forty-second Session. 

1. Mr. W. H. Thompson. ^ 

2. Babu Jatindra Nath Basu. 

.. 3. Khan Bahadur Muhammad Abdul Momin. 

4. Maharaja Jagadish Nath Ray, of Dinajpur. 

Secretary to the Coiincil-~J. W. McKay, i.s.o^ 


Alsistant Secretary te the Council — Mr. K. Ali Afz^l, Bar.-at^Law. 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS. 

A 

• 

Afzal, Nawabzada Khwaja Muhammad, KRan Bahadur. [Dacca City 
(Muhammadan).] 

Ali, Mr. Altaf. [Bogra (Muhammadan).] 

Ali, Maulvi Hassan. [Dinajpur (Muhammadan).] 

Ali, Maulvi Syed Nausher. [Jcssore South (Muhammadan).] 
Armstrong, Mr. \V. L. [Presidency and Burdwan (Kuropean).] 
Ashworth, Mr C (1. [Presideney and BuTMh\an (Kuropean).] 

B 

Baksh, Maulvi Shaikh Haliim. [Hooghly cum llowrali Municipal 
(Muhammadan).] 

Baksh, Maulvi Syed Majid. [Jessore North (Muhammadan).] 

Bal, Bahu Lalit Kumar. [Bakarganj South (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Bal, Ilai Sahib Sarat Chandra. [Karidpur South (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Ballabh, Rai Bahadur Debendra Nath. [24-Parganas Rutal North 
(Non-Muhammadan).] 

Banarji, Rai Balmdur Sailendra Nath. (Kxj)ert, Nominated.) 
Banerji, Rai Baliadur Kesliab Chandra. [Dacca Rural (Non-Muham- 
madan).] 

Banerji, Mr. P. [24-Pargana8 Rural South (Non-Muhaminadali).] 
Banner jee, Babu Jitendralal. [Birbhum (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Barma, Rai Sahib Panchanan, m.m.e. [Rangpur West (Non-Muham- 
madan).] 

Basir Uddin, Khan Sahib Maulvi Mohammed. [Rajshahi North 
(Muhammadan) . ] 

Basu, Babu Jatindni Nutli. [Calcutta North ( Non-Muliammadan). ] 
Basu, Mr. Narendra Kumar. [Nadia (Non-Muhammadan).] 

Birkmyre, Mr’ H. . (Bengal Chamber of Commerce.) 

Bose, Mr. S. M.. Bar.-at-Law. ^^(hilciittji lOast (Ncm-MuliHinmadun). ] 
Bottomley, Mr. J. M. (Nominated OfHcial.) 

Bural, Babu Gokul Chand. [Calcutta South Central (Non-Muham- 
madan).] 

Burn, Mr. H. H. (Bengal Chamber of Commerce.) 

• 

C 

Chatterjee, Mr. B. C,, Bar.-at-Law. [Bakarganj North (Non-Muham- 
madan).] • • 

Chaudhuii, *Khan Bahadur Maulvi Alimuzzaman. [Faridput North 
(Muhammadan).] 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBEES. 

Ohaiidhuri, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Hafizur Bahman.^ (Nominated 
Non-official.) * 

Chaudhuri, Dr. Jogendja Chandra. [Bogra cum Pabna (ifon-Muham- 
madan).] - 

Chaudhuri, Babu Kishori Mohan. [Rajshahi (Non-Muhammadan).] 

Chaudhuri, Maulvi Syed Osman Haider. [Tippera North 
(Muhammadan) . ] • 

Chowdhury, Maulvi Abdul Ghani, b.l. [Dacca West Biiral (Muham- 
madan).] 

Chowdhury, Haji Badi Ahmed. [Chittagong South (Muhammadan).] 

Choudhury, Maulvi Nural Absar. [Chittagong North (Muhamma- 
dan).] 

Cohen, Mr. D. J. (Nominated Non-official.) 


D 

Duiii, Mr. (jr. K., (M.e. (Bengal Chamber of Commerce.) 

Das, Rai Bahadur Kamini Kumar, m.b.e. [Chittagong (Non-Muham- 
madan).] 

Das, Rai Bahadur Satyendra Kumar. [Dacca City (Non-Muham- 
madan).] • 

Dutt, Rai Bahadur Dr. Haridhan. [Calcutta Centjal (Non-Muham- 
madan),] 


E 

Kdgley, Mr. N. G. A. (Nominated Official.) 

Eusufji, Maulvi Nur Rahman Khan. [Mymensingh South-West 
(Muhammadan).] 


F 

Faroqui, tlie Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M., Khan Bahadur. [Minister.] 
[Tippera South (Muhammadan), f * 

Fawcus, Mr. L. R. (Nominated Official.) 

Fazlullah, Maulvi Muhammad. [Noakhali West (Muhammadan).] 
Ferguson, Mr. R. H. [Rajshahi (Pmropean). ] 

C 

Ghose, Dr. Amulya Ratan. [Howrah Municipal (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Ghose, Rai Bahadur Sas<fhka Comar, c.i.e. (Dacca University.) 
Ghuznaw, the Hon^ble Alhadj Nawab Bahadur Sir Abdelk^rim, kt., 
of Dilduar (Member, Executive Council). 
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Gilchrist, Mj. R. N. (Nominated Official,) 

Gladding, Mr. D. (Nominated Official.) 

Goccka, Rai Bahadur Badridas, c.i.e. (Bengal Mans^ari Association.) 
Guha, Babu Prof ulla *Kumar. [24-rargana8 Municipal North (Non- 
Muhammadan).] 

Gjoha, Mr. P. N. (Nominated Non-officiiil.) 

Gupta, Mr. J. N., c.i.e., m.b.e. [Bankura^^'est (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Gupta, Rai Bahadur Maheiidra Nath. (Expert, Nominated.) 

H 

• 

Hakim, Maulvi Abdul. [Mymensinj^li Central (Muhammadan).] 
Haque, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Azizul. [Nadia (Muhammadan).] 
Hogg, Mr. G. P., C.I.E. (Nominated Official.) 

Hooper, Mr.* G. G. (Nominated Official.) 

Hoque, Kazi Emdadul. [Rangpur East (Muliammadan).] 

Hosain, Nawab Musharruf, Khan Bahadur. [Malda nnn Jalpaiguri 
(Muhammadan).] 

Hossain, Maulvi Muhammad. [Bakarganj North (Muhammadan).] 
Huq, Mr. A. K. Fazl-ul. [Bakarganj West (Muhammadan).] 
Husiein, Maulvi Latafat. (Nominated Non-official.) 

K 

Karim, Maulvi Abdul. [Burdwaii Division South (Muhammadan).] 
Kasem, Maulvi Abul, [Burdwan Division Nortli (Muhammadan).] 
Khan, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Muazzam Ali. [Pahna (Muhammadan).] 
•Khan, Mr. Razaur Rahman, n.L. [Dacca East Rural (Muham- 
madan).] 

Khan, Maulvi Tamizuddin. [Earidpur South (Muhammadan).] 
Kindersley, Mr. J. B. (Expert, Nominated.) 


Lai Muhammad, Haji. [Rajshahi South (Muhammadan).] 

Law, Mr. Surendra Nath. (Bengal National Chamber of Commerce.) 
Lockhart, Mr. A. R. E. [Presidency and Burdwan (European).] 

M 

Maguire, Mr. L. T. (Anglo-Indian.) 

Maiti, Mr. R. [Midnapore South (Non-Muhammadan).] 

*Dep|^ty Preddent, Bengal I/egislative Council. 
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Mr. G. A. (Indian Jute Mills Association.) 

McCluskie, Mr. E. T. (Anglo-Indian.) * 

Miller, Mr. C. C. (Bengal Chamber of Commerce.) 

Mitter, tlie Hon’life Sir Provash Chunder, k.c^s.i., (m.e. (Member, 
Executive Council.) 

Mitter, Mr. S. C. (Nominated Official.) 

Mittra, Babu Sarat Chandra. [24-Pargana8 Rural Central (Non- 
'Muhammadan).] 

Momin, Khan Bahadur Muliammad Abdul. [Noakhali East (Muham- 
madan).] 

Mookerjee, Mr. Syamaprosad, Bar.-at-Law. (Calcutta University.) 

Mukherji, Rai Bahadur Satish Chandra. [Hooghly Rurai (Noi^- 
Muhammadan).] 

Mukhopadhaya, Rai Sahib Sarat Chandra. [Midnapore South-East 
(Non-Muhammadan).] 

Mulli(‘k, Mr. Mukunda Behary. (Nominated Non-official*) 


N 

Nag, Reverend B. A. (Nominated Non-official.) 

Nag, Babu Suk Lai. [Khulna (Non-Muhammadani).] 

Nandy, Maharaja Sris Chandra, of Kassimbazar. (Bengal National 
Chamber of Commerce.) 

Nazimuddin, the ITon’ble Mr. Khwaja, c.i.i:. [Minister.] [Bakar- 
ganj Soutli (Muhammadan).] 

Nelson, Mr. W. H. (Nominated Official.) 

Nicholl, Mr. (\ K. (Indian Tea .V.ssociation.) 

Norton, Mr. II. R. (Calcutta Trades Association.) 


P 

Philpot, Mr. H. C. V. (Nominated Official.) 

Poddar, Mr. Ananda Mohan. (Bengal Mahajan Sahha.) 

Poddar, Seth Hunuman Prosad. [Calcutta West (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Prentice, the Hoirhle Sir A\ illiam, k.(M.k., c.s.i. (Member, Executive 
Council.) 


Q 


Quasem, Mnulvi Abul [Khulna (Muhammadan).] 
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R 

Brakeem, Mr. A., c.i.h!*. [Calcutta North (Muhamc^dan}.] 

Bahman, Mr. A. F. [Rangpur West (Muhammadan).] 

Rahman^ Mr. A. F. M. Abdur-. [24-rarganas Rural (Muhamma- 
dan).] < 

Rahman, Maulvi Aziziir. [Mymensingh North-West (Muhammadan).] 
Raikat, Mr* Prosanna Deb. [Jalpaiguri (Non-Mubammadnn).] 

Rai Mahasai, Munindra Deb. [ITooghly Municipal (Non- 
Muhammadan).] 

Ray, BaJbu Amulyadhan. [.le^M>re South (Non-Mubaminadnn),] 

Say, Maharaja eTagadisb Xatli, of Dinnjpur. [Dinajpur (Non- 
' Muhammadan).] 

Ray, Babu Khetter Molian. [Tippera (Non-Mubammadan).] 

Ray, Babu JTageiidra Aarayan, n.L. [Rangpur Fast (Non-Muham- 
madan).] 

Ray, Mr. Shanti Shekliareswar, m.a. [Malda (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Ray, Kumar Shib Shekliareswar. (Rajshahi Landholders.) 

*Ray Cbaudhuri, the llon’ble Raja Sir Manmatlia Nath, kt., of 
Santoah. (Dacca Landholders.) 

Ra}^ Chowdliury, Mr. K. C, (Nominated Non-ofbcinl.) 

Ray ChowdFiurv, Jlabu Satisli (yMiandra. [Mymensingb Fast (Non- 
Mnliammadan). ] 

Ross, Mr. J. B. (Indian Mining A.sMxiation ) 

Rout, Babu Iloseni. [Midnapore North (Non-Muhammadan).] 

Roy, the Hoiride Sir Bijo.N Piasad Singh, kt. |.^linister. | []<urdwan 
South (Non-Muhammadan). ] 

Roy, Babu ITaribansa. [Howrah Rural (Non-Muhammadan).] 

Roy, Babu Jitendra Nath. [JevS.sore North (Non-Muhammadan).] 

Roy, Mr. vSaileswar Singh. [Burdwan A^orth (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Roy, Mr. Sarat Kumar. (IVesidency liandholders.) 

Roy, Mr. S. N., (M.i;. (Nominated Otlicial.) 

Roy Choudhuri, Babu Hem Chandra. [Noakhali (Non-Muharama- 
dan).] 
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Saadatullah, Maulvi Muliammad. [24-Parganas Municipal (Muham- 
madan).] 

Sahana, Babu Satya Kinkar. [Bankura East (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Samad, Maulvi Abdus. [Murshidabad (Muhammadan).] 

Sarker, Rai Sahib Rebati Mohan. (Nominated Non-official.) 

Sen, Rai Sahib Akshoy Kumar. [P'aridpflr North (Non-Muham- 
mada^.*] • 

* president of the Bengal LegieUtive Council. 
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF AEMBERS. 


Sen* Mr. B. K. (Nominated Official.)^ • 

Sen, Eai Bahadur Giris Chandra. (Expert, Nominated.)# 

Sen, llai Bahadur Jo^esh Chandra. [24-rarg'anas Municipal South 
(Nou-MuhainiHadan).] 

Sen Gupta, Dr. Naresh Chandra. [Mymensingh West (Non- 
Muhammadan).] « 

Shah, Maulvi Abdul Hamid. [Mymensingh East (Muhammadan).] 
Singh, Srijut Taj Bahadur. [Murshidabad (Non-Muhammadan).] 
Singha, Mr. Arun Chandra. (Chittagong Landholders.) 

Sinha, Raja Bahadur Bhupendra Narayan, of Nashipur. (Burdwan 
JiUnd holders.) ^ 

Sircar, Dr. Sir Nilratan, kt., m.d. [Calcutta South (Nofi- 
Muhammadan).] 

Solaiman, Maulvi Muhammad. [Barrackpore Municipal (Muham- 
madan).] • 

Steven, Mr. J. W. R. [Dacca and Chittagong (European).] 
Suhrawardy, Mr. H. S. [Calcutta South (Muhammadan).] 

Sumner, Mr. C, R. (Bengal (’hamber of (’oinuierce.) 


T 

Thompson, Mr. W. H. (Bengal Chamber of Commerce.) 
Townend, Mr. H. P. V. (Nominated Official.) 


W 

Walker, Mr. W. A. M. (Indian Jute Mills Association.) 

Wilkinson, Mr. H. R,, c.i.e. (Nominated Official.) 

Woodhead, the Hon’ble Mr. J. A., c.i.e. (Member, Executive Council.) 



THE BENGAL LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL PROCEEDINGS 

# 

(Offieial Raport of the Forty-seoonil Session.) 

« 

Volume XLII— No. 3. 

Proceedings of the Bengal Legislative G>uncil assembled under 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. 

The Council met in the Council Chamber in the Council House, 
Calcutta, on Tuesday, the 29th Aujfust, 1933, at 3 p.m. 

Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon’ble Raja Sir MANMAriiA Nath Ray 
Chaudhuhi, kt., of Santosh), in the Chair, the four Hon’ble Members 
of the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers, and 104 
nominated and elected members. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Talukdars and Jotedars in Chittagong. 

*98. Haji BADI AHMEO CHOWDHURY: (a) Will the Hon hlc 

Member in (har^e (jf the Revenue Department he pleased to state what 
are the total arrears of revenue and eesses of Noahad tiiluJa of Co\'h 
B azar khas inahal only, which are under the management of the Court 
>f Wards? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble* Member aware that the taluhihirfi and jolvdars 
in Chittagoiif? are not capable of maiiitaininj? their tnluhs and jotes 
m payment of the enhanced revenues and cesses of the revisional 
iurvey ? 

(f) Are the Government considerinj? the desirability of proteetinjr 
^ulukdars and jotedars in Chittagonp: by remitting immediately some 
)ortion of the revenue and cesses? 

MEMBER ip ohargo of REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the Hq^Phle 
lir Provash Ohutlder Mittar): {a) Total arrears of rent and cess are: 
Rent— Rs. 11,701. Cess—Rs. 1,554. 

t • 



U QUESTIONS. [29th Avq^ 

f{b) No. Though the number oi defaults on the part of Noabsd 
taJukdan is large, the percentage of d^aults is npt hign. 

(o) Government have reduced the rate of^ public works cess and 
the district board^has reduced the rate of road cess for the year 1933-34. 
The question of remission of revenue is being examined generally 
with reference to suitable individual cases. 

BalHl HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What is the annual 
demand of the Noabad taluh? 

The Hon^hle Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: I should like 
to have noiice. So far as I remember, I answered it on a vbry recent 
occasion. 

Matfivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: With reference to^^>), what does 
the Hon’ble Member mean by ‘‘no”? 

The HMl’Me Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: ”No” means 
that they are quite capable of maintaining their taluks and jotes. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Then, why is the nun4)er of 
assessment sales and defaulting sales so large? 

The HOfl^hle Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Compared 
with the total number of taluks, the actual sales followung on defaults 
are not large. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What is the total 
amount of reduction of public works cess due to the general reduction 
of cessP 

The HofPbla Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: I have already 
given that. It is 12J per cent, 

Haji Badi Ahmed Chowdhury put a supplementary question in 
Bengali. 

Tha HofPMe Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: Not 2,000 but 
4,000 applications have been received, following a printed circular 
issued by the Haji Sahib himself. These are mostly unstamped; only 
62 had stamps on them. These were examined on their merifs. Haji 
Badi Ahmed Chowdhury’s anxiety for the next election has made it 
most difficult for the ^)istrict Officer to distinguish between what are 
bona-fide applications and what are inspired applications. 

Haji Badi Ahmed Chowdhury put another supplemefltary question 
in B^gali. 




QUESTIONS. 

tlw H^kte Sir PROVAfH CHUNOER HITTER: — 

been exami^i^d on theij- own merits. But as I have already said^tMP 
being the inspiration, jt is difficult for the District Officer to find out 
which of the applications are genuine and which arfi not. 

Haji Badi Ahmed Chowdhury asked whether an answer could not 
be given in Bengali, 


The Hon’Me Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Sir, it would 
be more convenient for me, either to answer him in Bengali or in 
English instead of translating my answers. 

PRESIDENT: Your translations may be quite fr(H» and liberal. 
I do not mind. 

ilaji Badi Ahmed Chowdhury asked another supplementary question 
in Bengali. 


The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: What was 
necessary has been done in individual cases. In any case, 1 should 
like to have notice. 


^Malaria in the Tippera district. 

*99. Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: {a) Will the Jion’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department be pleased 
to lay on the table a statement showing for the years 1930, 1932, and 
for the months of January to June in 1933 — 

(i) the number of deaths from malaria in the district of Tipjiera; 

and 

(ii) the <iuantities of <iuinine supplied to the district lM)ard for 

distribution in the malaria-stricken ureas of the district? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Minister awai-e that the quantity of quinine 
supplied is insuffici^t to meet th# needs of the district ? 

(c) Have the Government received any petition from the district 
board of Tippera for a further supply of quinine ? 

(d) If so, have the Government considered the same and taken any 
steps i 

(c) If no steps have yet been taken, do the Government contemplate 
taking early steps in the matter? 

• 

MINISTER in oHarge of LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT Df PART- 
MENT (ttfc Hoii’Me Sir Bi{oy Prasad Sbigh Roy): (a) (i) A statement 
is laid on the table^ 
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*(ii) The annual allotments to the 1%i>pera district for quinine^ and 
cinchona were as follows: — • 



Quindto. 

Oinohona. 

lb«. 

Ibt. 

I430..11 

SO 


1931 82 • . . 

100 

40* 

1932-33 


180 

1988-34 up to ISth Auguat, 1933 

100 

450 


(b) Yes: but it is not intended to be the only supply. 

(c) No: an application /was received by the Director of Public 
Health. 

(d) and (e) A special grant of 100 lbs. of quinine has been made 
in addition to the ordinary allotment for the district. * 


Statement referred to in the reply to starred question No. 99 (a) (t), 
showing the number of deaths from malaria in the district of 
Tippera for the years 1930 , 1931, 1932 and for the month^ of 
Jaivaary to April, 1933. 

1930— 3,550. 1933— 

January — 942. 

1931— 3,481. February— 716. 

March— 736. 

1932— 8,747. April— 72L 

Figures for May and June ha^e not been received yet. 

BabU KHETTER MOHAN RAY; Was not the district of Tippera 
one of the liealthiest districts of Bengal? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It was supposed 
to be. 

Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: From the statement supplied, 
do not the CTOvernment consider that the death rate from malaria has 
been increasing abnormayy from 1923? 

* *# 

Tht Hoh'M* Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; That » a matter 

of infeioqpe. ‘ 



i«P Qiuwffmmy It 

KIIE¥TEft MOHAN JIA Y s Bid tiio Gt^r^nment receive mj 
reiMentatioB from tbo Public Health Committee which .was recently 
stalled in Comilla to g^e relief to the malaria-striol^n people f 

Tht NMiWe Sir BldOY PRA8A0 EINCH ROY: I wani notice. 

B*l KHfTTIH MOHAN RAY: Bid the Government receive any 
representation from the Bistrict Board Comilla to supply medical 
aid and to send some expml to investigate the cases for the rise in 
death rateP 

*Tlw HoiPMa Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 

IMni SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: Has any inquiry 
been made as to why the supposed healthy district has recently become 
notorio\)s in point of health? 

The HofPMe Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 

Ral BllMUlur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERdI: Has any malaria 

sun-ej" been made iii order to find out the area which nas been affected 
of late? • 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCH ROY: This question is 
practically the same as Babu Satish Kay Chowdhury*s and I should 
like to have notice. 

Mailivi SYED MAJID BAKSH: What is the abnormal increase 
in the death rate? 

The HoiYblo Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: How can 1 say 

that? 

Maulwt SYED MAJID BAKSI^: Was the increase in death rate 
due to the non-suppl/ of quinine? 

The HoiPble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: No. It is not 

80 . 

Balm HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Has there been an 
abnormal increase in the number of malaria patients throughout the 
province? 

The HeB%ls Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROYi Pit)tmb^ eo this 
7m- 

s 
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Eden GaiuU wat^ rata.^ 

MOO. Babu ?ROFULLA KUMAR GUHA'; (a) Will the Hon ble 

Member iu charge of the Irr^tion Department be pleased to lay on 
the table a statement ghowing for the districts of Burdwan and 
Hooghly— 

(i) what was the amount at which the water rate from the Eden 
Canal for irrigation puqwses was lixed in the years 1931 and 
1932; 

(u) what is the water rate fixed for the current year; 

(m) what was the total amount realised by the Government during 
the years 1931 and 1932 for supplying water from the Eden 
Canal; and 

(iv) what is the total amount for which the people have entered 
into contracts with the Government this yearF 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that the water rate in respect 
of the Eden Canal having been lately raised by the Government during 
these days of grave economic distress the people in many jdaees Within 
these two districts have not l)een able to enter ii^to contract with the 
Government for supply of canal water? 

(c) Will the Hon ’ble Member be pleased to state whether the 
income which the Government used to derive from this particular 
source from the districts of Hooghly and Burdwan has not been 
decreased as a result of the increase in the water rate? 

MEMBER in chargo of IRRIGATION DEPARTMENT (the 
HofPM# AlhadJ Nawab Bahadur Sir Abdelkerim Ghuznavlf of Ullduar): 

(a) (i) Eden Canal water rate for long leases per season was 12 annas 
per bigha or Rs. 2-4 per acre in the years 1931-32 and 1932-33. ^But 
owing to economic depression a remission of 4 annas per acre was 
granled for the year 1932-33 only. • 

(u) Ra. 3-8 per acre per year for new long leases. 

(m) 1931-32— Rs. 39,704. 1932-33— about Rs. 36,587.^ 

(ii?) None so for. 

(i) No. 

(c) The increased rate is to take effect from the current year 
1933-34. So it is too early to state whether the income the 

Eden Canal has decreased as a result of the increase in the irater rate, 
t 

Mtuliri TAMIZUDOIN KHAN: What are the that have 

, induced GoTenun^nt to increase the water rate for the current yeaf^ 
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Hm Mot/Wt AlhatfJ Hamb Bahiihif Sir ABDELKEtllM 
CIIUZNAVJ, of Diidwr: Becau^ft the water from the Dainodar Canal 


is coining in. 


Mauivi TAMiZUDDIN KHAN: DotW (lovernraetit think that the 
economic condition of the people has impw’etl*^ 


The Hofi’ble AlhadJ Nawab Bahadur Sir ABDELKERIM 
CHUZNAVI, of Dilduar; (jovernment took into tlicir (‘onsideratiott 
the question of the economic condition of the people and that is why 
they reduced the rate to as low a figure as Us. 2. But the^ increase ia^^ 
fftr the current year when the water from the Damodai (\inul is ( oming 
in. 


Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Is it not a fact that, 
when the canal rate was increased in Miflnupore, tlie revenue decreased 
immediately y 

The Hofi’hle Alhadj Nawab Bahadur Sir ABDELKERIM 
GHUZNAVIp of Dilduar: 1 cannot answer it otfhund without looking 
inU^ papers. 


Rate of intorast for Jotes in Chittagong. 

M01. Haji BADI AHMED GHOWDHURY: (a) AVill the Hon He 

Member in charge of the Revenue Department be pleased to state ut 
what rate interest is charged in respect (tf arrears for jotes in Chltta> 
gong and at what rate the penalty is now being charged in Chittagong 
on the arrears of the Noabad taluks? 

Ih) Is tlie Hon^ble Member aware that the interest charged on jotes 
is comparatively higher than the penalty on the arrears of the Nogbad 
taluks? 

(c) If the answer to (6) is in Nie affirmative, what is the realon for 
the differential treatment in case of jotes in Chittagong? 

(d) Ara the Government considering the desirability of reducing the 
interest on arrears of jotes and of accepting the arrears by instalments 
to protect jotedoTS in these days of economic depression? 

^ Tht Hofl’Mo BIr PROVABH CHUNDER MITTER: (a) The W!e of 

intef^^ on glrears of rent in the case of jotes ^ prescribed by section 67 
of the Bengal Tenancy Act and is 121 per cent. But at the present 
time Collqgtors have been given discretion to excuse interest oJf arrears 
of rent of jotei. 



;:m [ 29 th Atj0., 

Inslructions (of thi& levy, of a ,lee ^ea exemptioii *from sale is 
granted tinder section 18 of Aet XI of 1859 are given in«Note 10 to 
that section in the Sale Law Manual. Ordinaply the fee should not 
exceed 25 per cei^k. of the* arrears. 

A fee of 2 per cent, is at present being realised for exemption in 
the c^se of Noabad taluhs.* 

(6) No. 

(c) Does not arise. 

(d) It is not possible to change the rate of interest 4^vlable cn 

arrears of rent without legislation, but as already stated the Collector 
has full discretion to reduce or remit interest and he has also discretion 
to accept payment by instalments. o 

Haji Badi Ahmed Chowdhury asked two questions in Bengali to 
which the Hon’ble Sir Provash Chunder Mitter gave answers in 
Bengali. 


Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Have the khm tashMan 
'been circularised as to the power of the Collectors for remitting interest? 
If not, will the Hon’ble Member consider the suggestion? 


Tha Hon’bla Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: I understand 
there are rules in the Manual to that effect. But if the hon’ble 
member wants more specific information, I would ask for notice. So 
f^r as I am aware, it is well known that the Collectors have the power 
of -using their discretion w'ith regard to certain matters connected with 
revenue administration. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Has any new circular 
been issued in view of the economic distress ? 

The HoiPble Sir PROVASH CHUMDER MITTER: 1 cannot say 
anything offhand. 


iteuivi SYED MAJID BAKSH: Why should persons, whose^ 
revenues are in arrears, suffer owing to Haji Sahib’s propaganda? 

c 

Sir PROVASH OHUNDER MITTER: I lnTe nothing 

further to add. 




] 
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*102. Balw 8ATYA KiNKAfi SAM^NA; 1|ill the Hon 'hie 
Minister in charge of the Locol S<vlf-Governmeni Bopcirtment be pleased 
to state what steps, if any, the Government have been taking or con* 
template taking — • 


(t) to augment the funds of the union boards by securing lai^ger 
grant from the district board or direct grant from the Gov- 
ernment; and 

(U) to encourage the presidenta, vice-presidents and members of the 
union boards, by the recognition of their honoraiy work by 
the Government in any way other than the mere giving ol 
sohie small rewards and certificates ? 


The HOfl’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (/) None. Disc re- 
tion is given to the district hoards by the Village Self-Government Act 
to fix the amounts of grants to union hoards and Government do not 
propT)8e to ask for powers to interfere in this matter. In their present 
financial position Government are unable to consider direct grants to 
individual union boards. 

(n) Government do not propose to depart from their existing prac- 
tice of showing their appreciation of good work in the manner indicatiMi 
in the questions. 


Rai Bahidur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Did the Govern* 

ment contemplate discontinuing the existing practice of making direct 
grants to union boards for water-supply, or do they propose to make 
additional grants in addition to those already made? 


Tilt Hon’Mt Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want noiict. 


Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: With reference 
io {2)f is it not a fact that titles are conferred upon the presidents, 
vice-presidents and members of the union boaad 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not allow that question. 



QUESTIONS. [2dTB Auo., 

*SOTi«rity among mombort of Iho B^pgal Etfueatioiial SanrioOi 


MW. Mr. MUKUNDA BEHARY MULLICK: (a) WiU Oie 

Hon’ble Minister^n charge of the Education Department be pleaoed to 
etate the principle on which the feniority among members of the Bengal 
Educational Service is det^junined in the cadre of such officers? 

(6) Does the same principle also apply to the officers appointed to 
the Subordinate Educational Service including ministerial and miscel- 
laneouB senrices? 

(c) If the answer to (b) is in the affirmative, will the Hon'ble 

Minieter be pleased to state whether the current list of officers in tje 
Subordinate Educational Services, including the ministerial and mis- ' 
cellaneous services, has been drawn up in accordance with the said 
principle ? • 

(d) If the principle is not observed in the preparation of the two 
lists, will the Hon’ble Minister l>e pleased to state the reasons for the 
differentiation? 

MINISTER in charge of EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (the 
HOffl’ble Mr. Khwaja Nazimuddin): (a) According io the datas of 
their admission to that service. ^ 

(b) The same principle is being observed since Ist July, 1931. 
Prior to that date the position of officers in the Subordinate Educational 
Service used to be determined with reference to the actual amount of 
pay of the officers concerned and the date on which that pay was 
attained. 

(c) In the current list of officers in the Subordinate Educational 
Service the position of officers who were appointed before Ist July, 1931, 
has been assigned according to the principle which was followed before 
that date and in tlie case of those appointed on or after that date their 
position has l)een determined according to the dates of their admission 
to the Service. 

(d) Hoes not arise. 

Rai Bahachir KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJl: Has the principle 
been followed in some cases in recent years? 

The Hon'ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I do not thRnk so. 

MliUlvi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: With reference to (c), what is 
the principle followed l^fore the 1st of July, 1931? 

ThI HoiPble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I woaid refer the 
hon’ble member to answer (5). 
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.KIms inaM In^the Ttngail tuMivision. 

ym. Mlltivi ABOUL HAKIM: Will the Hon^ble Member iu 
cha^pp of the Revenue Department be pleased to statR — 

(t) the total amount of annual rents for the khas mahal (Govern- 
ment estates) managed by the kJms tashildar of Tuugail sub- 
division (district Mymensingh) ; 

(it) the total amount of rents realised from these khas mahdls in the 
year 1931; 

(Hi) the perceptage of cost incurred in that year for the realisation 
• ’of rents in these khas juahaJs; 

(iv) the procedure adopted by the khas tashildar for the realisation 

of rents in these khas mahals (i.c., whether the rents were 
rerflised in instalments or in lumps); and 

(v) the number of assistants (if any) employed to assist the said 

khas tashildar in the realisation of rents? 

The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: (/) Rs. 10.970. 
(ip Rs. 1,G84 in the financial year 1931-32. 

(Hi) 64-5. 

(iV) Rents were realized in instalments. 

(r) None. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI*. With reference to 
(iii), does this figure refer to the percentage of the collection or the 
actual payment ? 

The Hoti’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: It would 
appear from the answer itself that it was percentage. 


Education of the ^hildren of labourers. 

•105. Rai Sahib AKSHOY KUMAR SEN: {a) Will the Rou ble 

Minister in charge of the Kducatioii Department be pleased to state 
what steps the Department has taken for educating the children of 
labourers ? 

(h) Is the Hoirble Minister aware that such children remain 
engaged during the day in helping their parents? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) Six primary 
schools ha\^ been establi.she{l exclusively lor mill-hands and factorj’^ 
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d^ldren and there are 9 colliery schools and 1,71 tea g^den schools. 
The children of labourers can also atterid the ordinary primary schools 
in their locality. ^ * 

(6) No; and %nder the Factories children below the age of 12 
cannot be employed in a factory. 

Rai Saliib AK8H0Y KUMAR SEN: How many mills are there in 
Bengal ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I cannot say. 

Rai 8aMb AK8H0Y KUMAR 8EN: How many tea gardens lire 
there in Bengal? 

The Hofi^bie Mr. KHWAdA NAZIMUDDIN: I ha^ not got that 
information at my disposal. 

Mr. K. C. RAY CHOWDHURY: Is it not a fact that in Bombay 
mill-owners have been persuaded to start schools during the recess 
hours ? 

m 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: , 1 have no informa- 
tion. 


Mauzaa in the Arambagh subdivision under the management of 
. Covernment. 

*106. Balm PRDFULLA KUMAR GUHA; (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Revenue Department be pleased to state in a 
tabular form — 

(i) the names of the jnavzas in the Arambagh subdivision of the 
district of Hooghly held# either khas ^y the Government or 
under the Government, in the management of the Court of 
Wards; and 

(it) the rent realised, both arrear and current, to be shown 
separately, from those viauzas during the years 1930, 1931, 
1932 and during the first half of the current year? * 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that the meagre realisation from 
these mauzas is due paftly to economic distress and partly to the civil 
4lK>bedi6nce movement, carried on by the Indian Nations^ Oongrees in 
the Arambagh subdivision? 
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Vfta Hon'IM Sir PROVA8H CH UNDER MITTERl (a) («) A attte- 

meilt of TMiwzas under the tStuis management of Ooveriiment ig» laid 
on tite table? 

There is only one mauza^%ader the managemenf of tlie Court of 
Wards, viz., Jangalpara. 


(it) Rents are realised, estate by estate, *and the accounts are kept 
according to the financial year. A statement showing the rents 
collected from the estates comprising the inauziu is laid on the table. 


(6) Government are informed that the fall in collection it almost 
wholly due to economic conditions. 


Statement of mcmzas referred to in the reply to starred question 
No. 106 {a) (i). 

Arambagh Subdivision. 


Tauzi No. 

Name of Mauza. 

4160 

... Gholepura. 

4220 

... Chousawra alias Paisawara. 

4232 

... Satberia. 

4233 

Do. 

4236 

... Mayapur alia.s Serajabad. 

4246 

. . . Hamirbati. 

4252 

... Serajabad. 

4326 

. . . Mayapur. 

4370 

... Eurmana. 

4639 

Do. 

4655 

Do. 

4689 

... Gauranga alias Mandaram. 

4617 

«... Eurmona. 

4637 

... Fainchara, Chota Dangal. 

4650 

... Eurmona in Eamche. 

4675 

. . . Beurgram. 

4732 

... Pantahari. 

4744 

... Eurmona alias Solepur. 

4818 

... Mom inpur. 

4m* 

... Pantahari. 

48^ 

... Dhanghori, Ghoradba, Jagatpur. 
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Tauzi No. 

Name of Mauza. 

4988 

. . . Naisarai. 

4989 

... Penclira. 

5009 

... Chandpor aliat, dtandra. 

, 6014 

... Bali. 

5018 

... Brojamohanpur. 

6021 

... Bastubati, Neranjanbati. 

5024 

... Hirapur, Chakapur. 

5031 

... Xhatagram, Bajna^ Momenpur, Balilakunda. 

5034 

. . . Bhabadighi. • ^ 

5036 

... Mothura. 

5037 

... Tarahati. 

5043 

... Gopalpur alias Dhubpur, Bishnupur. 

5044 

... Dainadarpur, Chotadangal alias Shayam- 
ballavpur, Penchura IJttar. 

5059 

... Mayapur, Chaksarai, Panpit. 

5060 

... Chotadangal, Pcncliura, Damadarpur. 

6061 

... Ratanpur. * 

5062 

... Chandshet. 

5063 

... Khunechak. 

4322 

... Bahukhedal, Ranghunandan Chak. 

4249 

... Gopaldaha, Ragpur. 

3448 

... Bahukhedal, Tantisal, Majpur, Raghu- 
nandan Chak. 

4927 

... Piiraurah. 


Statement of rent collected, referred to in the reply to starred question 

No. 706 Ja) (ii). 

€' 


Government estates. 


Mauza Jangalpara. 


Arrear. 

Current. 

Arrear. 

Current. 


Rs. a. p. 

Rs. a. p. 

Rs. 

Br 

1930-31 

4,654 7 8 

6,829 6 7 

4,435 4 2 

7,694 

3,396 

1931-32 . . .• 

2,427 4 4 

6,915 

3,166 

2,326 

1932-33 

lit Apift, 1933, to Slat July, 
1933. 


1,952 7 6 

^.095 

2,495 7 6 

189 8 3 

3 


NU. 

1 












QUESTIONS. 


Mailioal strvtoat. 

Mt7. M Sahib Si^AT CHANDRA BAL: (a) Will the Hon’ble 

Minister in charge of thie Local Self-Government* Department be 
pleased to lay on the table a statement showing the names of the 
doctors appointed in the junior and senior medical services during the 
last five years? 

(b) How many of them are Muhammadans and how many of them 
have been recruited from the scheduled castes? 

(c) Is ^here any special circular for the admission of Muhammadan 
8tu*dent8 in Medical schools or colleges? 

(d) Are there any similar circulars for their recruitment in medical 
services? « 

(e) What steps do the Government intend taking for the appoint- 
ment of doctors belonging to the scheduled castes in the junior or senior 
medical service or for the admission of the scheduled caste students in 
medical schools or colleges? 


The HoffMe Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (ji) A statement 
is laid on the table. 

(h) Of the doctors appointed to the junior service 13 were Muham- 
madans and 1 was a Buddhist. 

Of those appointed to the senior service 14 were Muhammadans, 
2 were Buddhists, and 1 was a Namasudra. 

As fhe list of scheduled castes has not been finally published, Govern- 
ment are not in a position to say how many of these doctors belonged 
to scheduled castes. 

(c) No. But there are rules. 

(d) There is a Government ordy on this point. 

(e) The question ifhether the concessions hitherto given to members 
of the depressed classes should be restricted to “scheduled castes*^ i^ 
now under consideration. 

I. — St^sment referred to in the reply to starred question No. 107 (a), 
showing the names of persons recruited to the Junior Medical 
Service during the. last fire years. 

1928. 

No recimitment was made during 1928. 

a • 
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• 1929. 

% 

l^r Dt. Mimanesh Bhusan Gbattarji. 

Dr. Jlolfcini Mohan Goswami. 

3. Dr.^ Abdul Adud Choudhury. 

* 1930. 

4. Dr. A. M. Md. Elahi Baksh. 

6. Dr. Ramanuj Bhattacharji. 

6. Mr. Md. Amanullah. 

7. Dr. Indu Bhusan Choudhury. 

8. Dr. Atul Chandra Chakravertty. 

0. Dr. Shamsuddin Ahmed. 

10. Dr. Narendra Nath Bose. 

11. Dr. Md. Shahebulla Ehan. 

12. Dr. Adhir Chandra Gangully. 

13. Dr. G. M. M. F. Bakht. 

14. Dr. Nani Gopal Moitra. 

16. Dr. Ajit Kumar Chakraverty. 

16. Dr. Moni Mohan Roy Choudhury. 

17. Dr. Md. Idris Shah. 

18. Dr. Hem Chandra Mukherji. 

19. Dr. Nalini Kanta Das Gupta. 

20. Dr. Kshitish Chandra Das Gupta. 

21. Dr. Abul Khair Md. Siddiqua. 

22. Dr. Jatindra Nath Mondal. 

23. Dr. Abinash Chandra Nag. 

1931. 

t 

24. Dr. Md. Belay«t Hoesain. 

26. Dr. Probodh Chandra Das. 

26. Dr. Rabidas Sinha (Buddhist). 

27. Dr. Kartick Chandra Haidar. 

28. Dr. Md. Jamiar Rahman. 

c 1932. 

29P Dr. Phanindra Mohan Ghosh. 

30. Dr. Jaladhar Sen Gupta. 

i.' 


, [29th Ae»., 



QUE&riONS. 



Temporary. 


31.^ Dr. Sashadhar Bhattaeharji, ^ 
^2. Prafulla Na^h Roy. 

Br. Makhan Lai QhosL. 

34. Dr. Phani Bhusan Cliatierji. 

35. Dr. Sachipati Ghosh. 

36. Dr. Neeamuddin Talukdar. 

37. Dr. Emaduddin Ahmed. 

^8. Dj. Md. Arfan Ali. 

39. Dr. Sasanka Kumar Mukherji. 




11 — Statement showing the names of persons recruited to the Senior 
Medical Service during the last five years. 

1928. 

1. Dr. Puliu Bihari Bhattacharji. 

2. « Dr. Hemanta Kumar Iiidra. 

3. Dr. Rabindra Nath Choudhury. 

4. Dr. Mohbubiil Ameen. 

5. Dr. Sachindra Nath Choudhury. 

6. Dr. Md. Hossaiu. 


1929. 

T. Dr. Nripeudra Chandra Chatterji. 

8. Dr. Satish Chandra Mukherji. 

9. Dr. Nawab Ali. 

10. Dr. Promada Sankar Bhattacharji. 

11. Dr. Subodh Chandra Guptf^ 

12. Dr. Md. Bazlur Rahman. 

13. Dr. Indra Bhusan Mazumdar. 

1930. 

♦ 

-14.* Dr. Tara Proead Sinha (promoted). 

15. Dll Jhifiim Bhusan Banerji. 

16. Dr. jflltinal (Sandra Dewan (scheduled caste Buddhist). 

17. Dr. 4)^^ Rahman. 

18 Dr. Md. Maizuddin Khan (promoted). 

♦ « 
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Kuani]; VtfAaiUira Bose. 

20. Dr. Arun KtSnir Naady, 

21. pr. MJt Eafatullali. 

, I^. Dr. Manindra Priya Talukdar (sclied,ti}^d casta puddlust). 

Dr. All Ahmed. . 

1** 

1931. 

24. Dr. Anath Bandhu Banerji. 

25. Dr. Probath Kumar Biswas. 

26. Dr. Radha Raman Roy. 

27. Dr. Narendra Kishore Roy (promoted). 

1932. 

28. Dr. Bande Ali Ahmed. 

29. Dr. Sukumar Bhattacharji. 

30. Dr. Anil Chandra Bhowmic. 

31. Dr. Makhan Lai Chakravertty. 

32. Dr. Md. Khabir. 

33. Dr. Abdul Halim. 

34. Dr. A. K. M. Mahiuddin Ahmed (deceased). 

36. Dr. Nasimuddin Sarkar, 

36. Dr. Fpendra Chandra Sarkar (scheduled caste Namasudra). 

37. Dr. Bhupendra Nath Mukerji. 

38. Dr. Tarak Das Roy Choudhury. 

39. Dr. Sudhir Chandra Mazumdar. 

40. Dr, Dhirendra Nath Mazumdar. 

41. Dr. Sachipati Gossawami.^ 

42. Dr. Hahihuddin Ahmed. 

43. Dr, Jitendra Mohan Chakravertty. 

. Babu SATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: Were the 
appointments made from the Namasudra class only or from other classes 
tooP 

Tha HOfl’Me 8tr BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROYt Buddhists and 
Namiadidras. 



198^^ Quxsnoill n 

nit Sabik SARAT CHANDRA Bikt provi- 

sions fbr thft jqppointment of '•Ifultauiinadui^ & ^ Junior* Medical 

Sen^-" y ' 

JIW HmI^ sir BfJOY PRASAD 8INCH ROY: There is osA I 
bris^ve. I think it is 83 J per cent. * 

Rar Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: Is it not a fact that within* 
the last five years not a single candidate belonging to the depressed 
alasses^haa been appointed in the Junior Medical Service? 

* i.. * 

Thi Hcm’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The answer ia 
already there. 

Iffr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: What does the Hon’ble 

Minister mean by “scheduled caste Buddhists” and “scheduled caste 
K«||ai«idras” ? 

HKT i«0ti*bl6 Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: That is a mis- 
I^njit, 1 am afraid. ^ 

Mr. P. Ni GUHA: With reference to (t), is it not a fact that, for 
the seats reserved for Afiihaminadans and depressed classes in the 
Medical College, the re(|uisite number of candidates w’as not forth- 
coming? 

The Hoffble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Perhaps it is 
correct. 

Mir* P> N. GUHA: Is it not a fact that this year there were only 

9 Muhammadans and only one dep^ssed class candidate for admission? 

• 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Perhaps, it is 

se. 

Rai Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: Is there any proposal before 
Qovenunent to make special provision for appointment from the 
i^heduled castes in the Junior Medical Service^ 

Tba HmAM* Sir Bim PRASAD SINCH ROY: The matter ia 
nader consideration a# I have said. 
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in %|y f Hpwjong will it tAk^lnl thfr matter 




to 1^ eo] 

fthe I 

Ji depends on my hon’ble colleague, Sir William FrSHtce. 


fthe HM>blt\ir BUOY SINGH BOY; I*Mmiot say. 


Liva-stMk rtWiwn. 


MOi. B*|| KIBHORI MOHAN GHAUOHURIl (a) Is the Moa’Ue 

jiinister in cliarge of the Agriculture and Industries Department 
that useful work is being done by the live-stock expert to t2^y||bTern- 
ment of Bengal with his two live-stock officers in the Baje^w and^ 
Burdwan Divisions towards the improvement of cattle l;i^ distft^t^ 
many good pedigree bulls, introducing fodder-cultivation and silage- 
making into the villages, formerly unknown to the people qi Bengul!’ 

(6) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmathe, will tke fiei)||||i^ 
Minister be pleased to state why the Dacca, Presidency and Gfhii^lgblig 
JWvisions have been treated differently in this matter inasmuch as 
J^hey have no live-stock officem to introduce fodder-cultivation, yteg ipf- 
making and also to work for the improvement of cattle, goat and foiw|| 


MINISTER in oharge uf AGRICULTURE AND INDUSTRIES 
WIRARTMENT (tha Hon’ble Nawab K. C. M. 
flabadiir): (a) Tes. 


(6) Want of funds at present prevents more men being appoiiiled 
for cattle improvement work. The two live-stock officers are liable 
to be transferred from their present headquarters to take up cattle 
improvement work in other tracts, as soon as their worh;^i^^^^Me 
divisions is so advanced as to enable them to turn their attention 
elsewhere. The live-stock expert himself also tours throughout 
D^gel, and is doing everything possible for the improvement of cattle 
„lith funds available. 

i u 

\ Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: 6ow long will it take 
Al’Complete the work of one district? ^ 

ViM Hon'bi* NM K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Miadur: It 

d^Hpends on area, conditions, circumstances and the co-operatio^ of the 
be^e. 

* Ral Balnnkir KEtIjAB GHANORA BAMBRJt: Is it a #it tLt 

4he se^ioes of the^ve-stock expert are not appreciated jhjpAe public? 

Wkt Mt/mbiL C. M, FAHOQIff, Ktan Blfeh i r i^ the 

.contraar. thev are beinir verv muck ammMiuhijul ^ ^ 
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QUESTIO]*^ 


CHANDRA ROY CHOVOMURl^t 

' app^tmest of the two live-stock offiiilta and on* 


is the tlkte 
expert P 


The HM^Me Namb*K. C. M. f AROQUI, KliMi«ali0iir: I wint 

)tice. 


BalN||l£M CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHXJRI: What is the ^rio<^ 
T which these two officers are working* in the Biirdwan and Hajshahi 
ivisions P 

The Horfble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: I am 

ilaid I liannot give the exact dates offhand. 

’ - 

Rai Bllhadiir KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Is it a fact that 
ijls purchasad by the live-stock expert for the Dacca Farm have been 
‘oved to be very unsatisfactory? 

fhtHan’bla Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: Not that 
know of. 

IV. AMULYA RATAN GH08E: Wliat are the f|ualitications of- 
^ expert? 

The Hon’Me Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: lie is a. 

cogaiaed authority. 


Guvamment Printing, Bengal. 

•Ids. Rai Bahadur GOKUL CHAND BURAL: (a) Will the 
on’ble Member in charge of the Finaiue Department be jdeased to 
ate whether it is a fact — * 

(t) that the JaiJ Press was placed under the control and super- 
vision of the Bengal Go\’emment Press in 1882 and that the 
work of the combined presses together with the printlilg 
work relating to the province of Bihar and Orissa used to 
be managed by one Superintendent assisted by only one 
Deputy Superintendent; 

(it) that the works of the Jail Press and of the Bihar and Orissa 
Province are being done independently of the Bengal 
^Aovemment Press since 1908 and ^912, respectively; and 
(pi) after I91l^e number of Deputy Superiutendentf in the 
Bengal OoTemaieiii Press was increased from 1 to 3? 
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♦ (b) If the answer to (a) be in the affirmative, will the Hon'ble 
Member bo leased to state the reasons — 

o 

^ (t) for incr^sing the number of Deputy^ Superin tend^ts in the 
Bengal Government Press; and ^ 

(ii) for still maintaining the incumbents in the face of all-round 
retrenchment P • 

(c) Will the Hon^ble Member be pleased to state whether any 
retrenchment is contemplated in the near future in this connection ? 

If not, why not? 

MEMBER in charge of FINANCE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’lile " 
Mfi Ji Ai Woodheed)! (rt)(V) The Jail Press has always been under 
the separate control of the Jail authorities. The direction of technical 
operations only — a duty of a nominal nature — was transf erred '"the 
Superintendent, Government Printing, in 1877. In those days, subject 
to the above reservation, one Superintendent and one Deputy Superin- 
tendent were in charge of the printing work of Bengal including the 
area subsequently included in the province of Bihar and Orissa. 

(ii) In 1907 the Sui)erintendent, Goveniment Printing, w^as com- 
pletely dissociated from the Jail Press ; but during the next few years 
all work other than the printing of forms w’as transferred from the 
Jail Press to the Bengal Government Press. The Government of Bihar 
and Orissa undertook their own juinting after the creation of that 
province. 

(m) Yes. 

(b) (i) The number of Deputy Suj)erintendents was increased in 
order that the staff might coj>e efficiently with an increasing volume 
of work, and to provide a leave reserve for the superior posts. ^ 

(b) {ii) and (c) The position was reviewed in connection with the 
recommendations of the Itetrenchinent Committee, 1932. It has been 
decided to abolish the post of third Deputy Superintendent as soon as 
an existing post of Deputy Suj>ei-jntendent is j>ermanently vacated; 
and to replace it by a post of Assistant Deputy Superintendent by way 
of leave reserve. 


Co-operativei audit fees. 

•110. Rai Bahadur SATYENDRA KUMAR DAS: (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Minister in cl^arge (rf the Agriculture (Co-operative) Depart- 
ment be pleased to state what action, if any, has been taken on the 
report'-of the Provincial Banking Enquiry Cwnmittee, diowiqg |itten- 
tion to rte unspent balance on the audit fees realised from Co-operative 
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1933.] 


I 

Societiet, amounting to Rs. 58491 in 1926-27, Rs. 96,249 in 1927-28| 
and Rfl. 1,00,528 in 1928-29, while the inadequate auditing staff con- 
tinued to a serious defect in the administrative n^chinery of the 
Co-operative Dejj^artment ? 

(b) Is it a fact that the Indian Central Banking Enquiry Committee 
also accepted the contention that the Government of Bengal has paid 
inadequate attention to this subject, while money had been raised from 
the societies concerned but left unspent for diversion to other purpjses ? 


(c) Is it a fact that some of the Central Bunks in Bengal made 
serious objections to pitying the audit fees in the y«tr 1931 on the ground 
that a huge amount realised from swieties as audit fees was lying 
unspent in the Government Treasury’ 


(r/) Will tl^e Hon’ble Minister be pleased to lay on the table a 
stateiniQht sho\\nng for the present — 

(i) amounts of shares and de|x>sits in the Bengal Provincial and 
Central Co-operative Banks in the Province; 

(ji) the amounts of shares and deposits at the cre<lit of — 

^ (]) Hindus, 

(2) Mussajmans, and 

(3) Eurojx^ans; and 


(ill) the number of employees — 

(1) Hindus, 

(2) Mussulmans, and 
(»3) Euroj)eans, 


in the Banks? 


MINISTER in charge of AGRICULTURE (CO-OPERATIVE) 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Khan Bahadur Nawab K. C. M. Faroqui); 

(a), (6), (c) and (d) The meml>er as referred to the answer given to 
starred question Xo. ^3 asked by him at the meeting of this Council 
held on the 22nd March, 1933. 

Since that reply w’as given 18 additional auditors sanctioneii in 
1932-33 have been recruited. 

• 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERdI: Of the 18 addi- 
tional auditors appointed, how many are Hindus, bow many are 
Muhammadans, and how many belong to the scheduled castes? 

Tht ItainNe Namb K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khwi BalMdur: I want 
aotioe. 
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* Babu HEII CHANDIIA ROY CNOUOHURI: Will the pay of 

these additional auditors absorb the surplus amount? « 

The Hon^bi* Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bidiadur: In 

consequence of the addition, the surplus accruing during the current 
year will be necessarily adduced. 


Caloutta Medical College Hospital. 

Mil. Babu PROFULLA KUMAR GUHA: (a) Is tl^e Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department a#are 
that sectarian difference exists in the general ward of the Calcutta 
Medical College Hospital? 

(h) Is it not the intention of Government to extend equal privileges 
to all patients, whether Christians, Muhammadans or Hindus? 

(r) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware — 

(0 that there are two rows of fans in each of the European wards; 

(li) thai in each of the Indian wards there is only one row of 
fans ; and 

^?//) that the diet scale of the Europeans is double that of the 
Indians? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
considering the desirability of providing another row of fans in the 
General Ward and of giving equal facilities to Indian and European 
patients alike? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) Np. 

{h) There is no question of privileges: patients as far as possible 
are given diet and accommodation in accordance with their habits. 

(c) (i) Yes. 

Hi) Yes, in the old wards: there are two rows in the new wards. 

(ill) No. There are now ten Indian diets ranging in cost from 5 as. 

pies to 7 as. 5^ pies and eight European diets ranging in cost from 
6 as. to 11 as. 9i pies. 

(d) No, The patients in the old wards belong to claaces not 
accustomed to fans and often dislike them. The latter part of this 
question does not arise. 

Bl|bu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: With reference to 
(d), does the Hon*ble Minister mean that the standardly of Mving of 
European patients and of Bengali patients are different? 
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Tlw Hm'M* tir BUOY PiyitAD BINCH ROY: With regard \o 
diet, it may be so. 

BdW HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUOHOln: Wliy should there 
be two rows of fans for Europeans and one row for Indians P 

Th**Hoii'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SIllCH ROY: In the new 

buildings there are two rows of fans for Indians. 

Kh«l Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Where did the Hon’hle 
Minister get the information that a certain cdass of Indians dislike 
fans ? * 

Thf Hon'bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: From the doctors 
in charge. • 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE; Is it a fact that there 
are Europeans who are not accustomed to fans? 

The Hon'bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is quite 
poAsib^. 


Recruitment of Ahirs of Bihar and United Provinoog u oonetablee 
in Bengal. 

•112. Dr. AMULYA RATAN GHOSE; (a) Will the Hon’blo 
Member in charge of the Police Department be pleased to state whether 
the Ahirs of Bihar and the United Provinces are still apiwinted as 
lonstubles in Bengal? 

(b) If the answer to (n) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’hle 
Member be pleased to state the number appointed in each year since 
he year 1922? 

• 

(c) If the said Ahirs are no longer ap[)ointed, will the Ilon’ble 
Member be pleased to state the reason therefor and state since when 
his has been stopped? 

MEIffBER in ohtrgo of POLICE DEPARTMENT (the Hoffble Sir 
Mfiiliam Prentioo); (a) There is no bar to the recruitment of Ahirs 
)f Bihar and Orissa and United Provinces except from certain specified 
Tillages. * 

(6) Figur|^ are not available. 

(c) Does not arise. 
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f" 

* Dr# AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Jg it n(4^ that no appoint- 
ment of Ahirs have been made for some time?* 

Th« Hofi’bk Sir WILLIAM PRENTICEr I cannot say. We do 
not keep figures for the various castes. 

Cattle improvement. 

M13. Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department be pleased 
to state whether the Government are considering the desirability of 
taking necessary steps, so that the distiict boards of Bengal may 
allot some money every year, like the Malda district board, for the 
improvement of cattle and appoint one live-stock assjjstant to work 
on lines us suggested by the live-stock department? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: This is a matter 
which should l)e left to the discretion of district boards. 

Government do not intend to ask for powers to compel them to 
allot funds for this purpose. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Is it not a fact that 
the improvement of cattle is very important for agriculture in Bengal? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: That is a matter 
of opinion. 

Babu SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: Has the atten- 
tion of the district board been drawn to tlie suggestion of the live- 
stock expert? 

Tha Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The Village 
Self-Government Act was amended recently, and power was given to 
the union boards to that effect. Tt is a discretionary power. 


District Health Offloers. 

*114. Raj Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department if pleased 
to lay on the table a statement showing — 

(i) the district boards who are maintaining District Health Officers; 
and 

(li) the staff at present placed under the Health Officers for the 
various specific works? 
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Th* Hoii*bl« Sir iyOY PRASAD tINCH ROY: (i) All distifot 

boards maintain Health Officers. 

• 

(ii) This information cannot be obtained unless special enquiries ore 
made from district boards involving, in the opinion of Government, 
a disproportionate expenditure of time and energy for which they are 
not prepared to ask. 


Levy of fee on exemption of eettlee from sale. 

.M15. *Mr. ANANDA MOHAN PODDAR: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Itevenue Department be pleased to state on 
what principle fines are being realised from defaulting estates in revenue 
sales ? 

(h) Is it a fact that the proportion of fine varies in different cases 
in the same district:^ 

(r) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that there exists a feeding of dis- 
content and hardship over the realisation of fine at different rates? 

{d) Are the Government considering the desirability of revising the 
rates? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: (a) Instruc- 
tions for the levy of a fee when exemption from sab^ is granted under 
section 18 of Act XI of 1850, are given in note 10 to that section in the 
Sale Law Manual. Ordinarily the fee should not exceed 25 per cent, 
of the arrears, but for the present an amount ordinarily not exceeding 
2 per (‘ent. i.s charged. 

{h) The fee is not intended to be uniform. The Collector has 
discretion to vary the fee according to the circumstances of the case. 

(r) and (d) No. 


Cerftral Munsifs Court at Daooa« 

Mie. Rti Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: (a) Will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Judicial Department be pleased 
to stat*^ 

(i) the names of the di.^trictH w^here Central Munsifs' Courts 
exist ; 

(ii) the principle on which the system of the Central Munsifs* 
Gpurts was established; and * 

(iii) how far the system has proved a success? 
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*(b) Is he aware — 

(i) that the opinion of the litigant public of Dacca is strongly 

againct the location of the Central Munsif's Court in a 
boarding house; and 

(ii) that the court r9om there is too small to accommodate the 

litigant public? 

(c) Is the Hon'ble Member also aware that the said Munsif’s Court 
at Dacca being far away from the District Courts has been causing 
inconvenience to the public as well as to the members of •the legal 
profession P 

MEMBER in charge ef JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
Sir William Prentice): {a){i) Burdwan, Chittagong, Dacca and 
Tippera. 

(ii) The central courts w’ere established in order to attain speedier 
and more efficient disposal of civil suits in their earlier stages. 

(in) There has been a reduction in arrears as well as a reduction in 
the duration of suits. 

(h) (i), (ii) and (c) No. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Has any repre- 
sentation been received from the litigant public of Dacca asking for 
the removal of the Court to some convenient site? 


The Hon'ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: No. Neither from the 
public nor from the Bar. 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Has any representation been 
received from Tippera for the removal of the Central Court? 


The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Not that I am aware 
of. 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Does not the Central Court as 
it is situated cause hartlship to the litigant public? 


ThA Hon'ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Not that I am aware 9!. 
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UNSTARlbED QUESTIONS 

(answers ^ whkh were laid cm the table) 

Shooting in the Simdorhans. 

40. Babu 8UK LAL NAG: (d) Will the Hou’hle Member iit 
charge of the Revenue (Forest) Department be pleased to state — 

(i) whether it is a fact that the practice of issuing licences for 
^shooting in the Sunderbans has been discontinued for the 
months of October, November and December; 

(H) if so, what circumstances led to the disiontinuam'e of this 
practice; and 

(Hi) what effect, if any, it has produced on tiovernment revenue- 
from licence fees? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Member aware — 

(ij that the forbidden months constitute the most suitable time for 
shooting; and 

(it) that there is a feeling of hardship to the public over the dis- 
continuance of the practice of issuing shooting licences in 
these months? 

(c) Are the Government contemplating revising the rules so as to 
permit the issue of shooting licences in the Sunderbans for the months 
of October, November and December? 

MEMBER in charge of REVENUE (FOREST) DEPARTMENT 
(the Hofi’hie AlhadJ Nawab Bahadur Sir Abdelkerim Chuznavi, of 
Dilduar): (ri)(0 No. 

(^) (^0, (lit) and (</) Do not arise. 

(c) No. 

KIN|P B ah adur Maulvi AZIZUL HAQUEs Is it a fact that persons 
applying for shooting licences in the Sunderbans are told that, after 
the visit of a distinguished gentleman, the issue of such licence hag 
been stopped? 

The HMPble AlhadJ Nawab Bahadur Sir ABDELKERIM 
<;HUZNAVI, of Dtitar: No. 
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Sohediiled oifte. 

41i Mr. R. MAITI: (a) Will the Hon'ble Member *111 charge of 
the Appointment Department be pleased to stite — 

(i) whicb are the castes who have so far objected to their being 
included in the list of ‘^Scheduled castes’* published by the 
Government of Bengal in the Calcutta Gazette of the 19th 
ifanuary, 1932; 

(h) what are the main grounds on which they basie their claims for 
exclusion from the list; and 

(Hi) whether the Government have considered their objections? 

I 

(h) If the answer to (a) {Hi) is in the affirmative, w'hich are the castes 
that have been excluded from the aforesaid list and what are the reasons 
for their exclusion? 

(c) Is it a fact that a number of lepresentations have been received 
by the Government from the Rajus and Suklis through their various 
organisations for their exclusion from the list of “Scheduled castes”? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, have such representa- 
tions l)een (‘onsidered? If so, with what results? 

(e) Is the IToii’ble Member aware that the Government of Madras 
have not classed the Rajus among the “Scheduled castes” in their 
province ? 

(f) If the answer to (e) is in ihe affirmative, are not the Government 
considering ihe desirability of excluding them from the list of 
“Scheduled castes” prepared for this ])rovince? 

MEMBER in charge of APPOINTMENT DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon’ble Sir William Prentice): (a)(i) and (ii) The attention of the 
member is invited to the answer given to starred (juestion No. 4 asked 
by Raja Bhupendra Narayan Sinlia Bahadur, of Nashipur, in this 
€ouncil on tlie 20th February, 1933. A list of the representations 
received was laid on the library table in response to this question. 
Objections were received with respect to the proposed status of the 
following castes on various grounds': — , 


Bagdi. 

Konwar. 

Oraon. 

Bhuimali. 

Ix)dha. 

Pod. 

Dhoba. 

Ijohar. 

Pundari. 

Hadi. 

Malla. 

Rajbanshi. 

Jalia Kaibarta. 

Muchi. 

Raju. 

Jhalo Male or Male. 

Nagar. 

Shagirdpesha. 

Kalwar. 

Namasudra. 

Sukli. ^ 

'^Eapali. 

Nath. 

Sunri. a 

‘^handait. 

Nuniya. 
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(m) Yes. 

(b) An o|Scial announcement will be made in due course. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Vide (b) above. 

(e) Yes. 

(f) Vide reply to (6) above. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY* Is it a fact that most of the objec- 
tions are not jreniiine and have been put in at the instance of (he Hindu 
Mahasabjia ? 

• 

The Hofi>ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: l.ave taken tlie 

representations as received. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: Is it not a fact that many depressed 
class orpanizalions represented tins tact to the Iteforms Officer “ 

The Hon*We Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Su.l. allegations were 
made. 

Bkbu AMULYADHAN RAY: Is it not a fact tliat leaders and 
organizations of tlft* Dhobi, Muchi, Namasudras and S’urris are not 
aware of these objections? 

The Hofi'ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 1 want notice. 

Rfti S&hib 8ARAT CHANDRA BAL: Are the tiovernment con- 
sidering the desirability of making an in<|uiry regarding the genuine- 
ness of such representations? 

The Hoii’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 1 do not think it is 
necessary. 


Hatijria-Nakalia ftnion boardy Pabna« 

42. Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: (a) Will the Hon'ble 
Minister in charge of the Ivocal SeH-Iiovemment Department Ik? pleased 
to state — 

(t) w’hether it is a fact that in July, 1929, the Sadar SubdivisioDal 
Officer, Pabna, made enquiries regarding the affairs of 
Haturia-lSakalia union hoard and ^ his report commented 
unfavourably as regards the conduct of the President; and 

(ii) wh^lier it is a fact that the President was removed by a motion 
of no-confidence? 
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Xb) If the answer to (a) is in the ^rmative,^J%Jiy has the said 
person recently been nominated by the Govemment^li^ a member of the 
district board? ^ ^ 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) (i) Yes. 

(u) The honourable member is referred to the reply given on the 
24th August, 1933, to unstarred question No. 36 by Babu Suk Lai Jfag. 

(b) Because the District Magistrate after enquiry held that the 
allegations against the President had been due to personal hostility on 
the part of various people and that his work as President had been 
good. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHAR ESWAR RAY: When did the District 
Magistrate hold an inquiry? 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I think 
immediately after he received the report of the Subdivisional Officer. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Is it. not a fact that the 
recommendation of the District Magistrate in connection with the 
nomination of this gentleman was at first turned down by the Hon’ble 
Minister? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY : No; it was never 
turned down. 


Clerical staff in the Bengal Secretariat. 

43. Mr. A. F. M. ABDUR-RAHMAN: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Finance Department he pleased to lay on the 
table a statement showing — 

(i) the present number of head assistants in the various departments 
of the Bengal Secretariat; 

(it) how many of them are Muhammadans and in which depart- 
ments they are placed; 

(Hi) the present number of the Upper Division and Lower Divi- 
^ sion clerks in the Bengal Secretariat; and 

(n?) how many of them are Muhammadans? 
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(5) Will th^Bon’ble MqmBer be pleased to state whether the 
^axim^in pgrcentofe of Muhammadan appointments has been reached 
^ the Secretariat? ^ 

(c) If the answer to (h) is in the negative, are the Government con- 
sideriltg^ihe desirability of reserving all future vacancies in both the 
divisions for Muhammadans till the prescribed percentage is reached? 

Hon*lli0 Mfa ill At WOODHEADs (o) A statement is laid on 
the table. 

(h) and (c) For the orders prescribing the number of vacancies to he 
reserved •for Muhammadans if suitable candidates are available, the 
member is referred to the Rules for the Regulation of Appointments in 
the Clerical Service of the Secretariat and certain other offices of the 
Government <jf Bengal, a copy of which will l)e found in the Library 
of the House. These orders aim at securing for Muhammadans in due 
course a minimum of .33 1/3 per cent, of appointments. It will be 
observed from the statement laid on the table that considerable progress 
has been made. Government do not propose to amend the rules. 


Statehent referred to in the reply to unstarred question No, 43 {a), 
showing clerical staff in the Secretariat. 


Department. 

Head AMiatanta. 

Upper Division 
aarieUnU Inriud- 
Ing Head AhIs- 
tanta. 

lower Division 
assistants. 

Total 

pasta. 

Total 

M(W- 


Total 

poata. 

Moa- 

lema. 

TiiUi 

poets. 

Mos- 

lems. 

Total 

posts. 

Mos- 

lems. 


1. Chief Secre- 
tary ‘I OAoe. 

5 

2 

27 

10 

43 

15 

70 

26 

2. rtsanoe Se- 
cretary's 
Office. 

0 


28* 

a 

68 

21 

80 

2» 

3. RcTenue De- 
partment. 

4 


12 

4 

1 

28 

10 

40 

14 

4. Irrigation De- 
partment. 

z 

‘ 

? 

2 j 

15 

0 

22 

8 

£. Education 
Department. 

2 

1 

0 

2 

16 

6 

21 

8 

«. Local Self- 
Government 
Department. 

8 


10 

2 

20 

8 

30 

10 

7. Afrlcaitme 
and Indos- 
triee Depart- 
ment. 

8 

1 

8 

2 

17 

7 

26 

0 

a. PnbUe Worki 
Department. 

4 

1 

13 

& 


10 

40 

15 

Legtelatlve* 

Mpar^nt. 

1 


2t 


0 

2 

8 

• 2 


*Iaohidiikf S^otttckte the cedre. tOntatde the autre. 
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44. Mauivi t^BUL QUASEM: (a) Is tffe Hon’ble MinUtof. iq' 
charge of the Local Self-Government Department aware that tkw© is 
an increase in the incidents of kala-azar in the district of 

(fe) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, are the Goveni^exit 
considering the desirability of making an increased and adequatue lilBliit 
to the district board of Khulna to combat the disease P 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAO SINGH ROY: (a) There has 
been an increase in the number of cases treated. • 

(b) The claims of Khulna district will be given due consideration 
in any distribution of cash grants and kala-azar specifics. 

BabU HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What is the date 
of the receipt of the information regarding the increase in the number 
of kala-azar patients P 

The HofPble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 want notice. 

Mauivi ABUL QUASEM: Is there going to be a distribution of 
kala-azar specifics during the current year? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, the grant 
has already been made. 

Meuivi ABUL QUASEM: What is the amount? 

The Hofi^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 

MOuIvi ABUL QUASEM: Has any arrangement been made for 
the distribution of kala-azar specific in the Khulna district? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I should like to 
have notice. 


Appointment of munsifs. 

45a BMm AMULYADHAN RAY: With reference to the answer 
to clause (b) of starred question No. 17 of the 9th August, 1933, will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Judicial Department be pleased to 
state — 

t 

(i^ why the assurance of appointments was giveix to the two 
candidates ; and 


wVirk fTOTTCk fliai ncQnronr>a P 
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The iton'bto Mr WU4.MII «IICNTICEt (i) Because they had ' 
beA definitely selected for appgmtiiilnt» according to the approved 
pHhotice, in anticipation *of future requirements. 

0 The High Court. 


LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 

GOVERNMENT BILLS. 

The Bengal Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1S33. 

The HOffble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I beg to introduce 
a Bill to amend the Bengal Municipal Act, 1932. 

The Secretary then read the short title of the Bill. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 beg to move 
tliat the said Bill be taken into consideration. 

Sir* as has been explained in the Statement of Objects and Reasons, 
it was understocKl thtlt the proviso to section 2 rea<l with section 24 of 
the Bill gave Oovernment power to dissolve municipalities, and to have 
them reconstituted under the new Municipal Act. This was the {)piiuon 
of the law advisers of Oovernment at one time, but as is well known 
civil suit.s were instituted in different places, challenging the authority 
of Oovernment and claiming that the old Act was .still in existence. 
To remove that anomaly this umemlment is considered necessary. Out 
of 117 muni( ipalities over 00 have already been reconstituted under the 
new Act. Just to validate the work that has already been done by the 
commissioners ot the newly constituted municipalities it is necessary 
that the.se doubts should be removed us early as possible. Tender 
section 07 of the Bengal Municipal Act every eom?nissioner. wlmther 
elected or appointed, has to take tke oath of affirmation oi allegiance 
to the Crown either within three months of the reconstitution of the 
board or at the first meeting; not at once, but within three months of 
the reconstitution of the board. If lie does not do so, his seat becomes 
automatically vacant. But it has so happened that in several munici- 
palities none of the commissioners have taken the oath of allegiance; 
so these municipalities are practically not in existence; either by mis- 
apprehension or by misinterpretation of the provisions of the Act they 
have failed to take the oath. So it is necessary that the functions 
discharged by the municipal commissioners in the meantime sho\|ld bo 
validated, an4|just to do away w'ith the possibility of similar difficulties 

in the future, new power is proposed to be taken under this Bill, by 

• • • ^ 
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which the Government will be in & po||jtion to condone such failures if 
they are due to any inadvertence. With regard to aliens who llay 
have scrupulous objections to taking the oath of allegiance to flie 
British Crown, they should be exempted, ^because if they aje pot 
exempted they cannot be appointed or elected to any municfpftl body, ^ 
however useful they might be in a particular locality. 

Another important change which it is proposed to be madt^is wfth 
regard to clause 123 of the Act. It was the intention of the L^giBhture 
that no one’s name should be included in the voters’ list until and 
unless he paid the municipal rates and taxes for the year preceding that 
in which the municipal election was to take place, within* that year. 
Now there are anomalies in the different sections. In some of’ the 
sections the meaning is quite clear; but in others it is not so, and the 
electoral roll could not be prepared on tlie same principle everywhere, 
and just to remove this anomaly this amending Bill ^as been intro- 
duced. All these amendments are merely formal. Government knew 
that some amendments were necessary to remove some of the defects, 
but they were all of a substantive character and all substantive amend- 
ments have been avoided in this Bill and only those amendments which 
are immediately necessary for the working of the municipalities or for 
validating the functions that have already been discharged by Some of 
the municipalities, as I have already described, 4iavo been put in this 
Bill. There are other verbal anoinalies here and there, and they are 
also proposed to be removed. I hope the House will agree to this 
proposal. 

Mr> Pm BANERJI: I beg to move that the Bill be circulated for 
the purpose of eliciting public opinion thereon before the l^th Novem- 
ber, 1933. 

The Hon’ble Minister has told us that the amendments are only 
formal, and it is only to avoid these anomalies that he has introduced 
this Bill. When the Bill w'as introduced about this time last year, as 
is usual with Government, public opinion was not taken and I say that 
is the only reason w hy so many Lw suits as has been admitted by the 
Minister, have been filed, protesting against the hurried action of the 
Minister. Sir, everyone is aw’are how hurriedly this Bill was passed 
into law', presumably perhaps the Hon’ble Minister thought that the 
•Council was going to be dissolved and that, therefore, such a wonderful 
piece of legislation must be hurried through. The result is what was 
to be naturally expected, so that the Hon’ble Minister now comes 
forw'ard with an amending Bill saying that it embodies only formal 
amendments. But, .Sir, I will just point out that these are not merely 
foriEal amendments. When introducing the Bill last year, he made a 
speech and with your permission may I read out oneOportion of his 
apeecjk ? He saj^d that the franchise had been greatly widened and that 
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the paymeat of any sum in respect of municipal rates will qualify for 
a^ote; Local Government have power to fix and modify the 
minimum amount of rates and taxes, the payment of which will also 
qualify for a vote. Sirf the innocent members of thi# Council relying 
on this assurance of the Hon’ble Minister naturally thought that 
necessary and even in the beginning lie said that 
o^t of 117 municipalities only 387,562 persoifs were enfranchised while 
tne ^ipulation in these municipalities was as much as 2,314,851 ! Sir, 
he gave these figures in order to lure the members into supporting, 
but afterwards no sooner was the Bill passed, than towards the end of 
the session he brought forward a deal of amendments without notice, 
I ^ean alter very short notice with your permission, and they were 
passed. Now he says that these are only formal amendments and so 
saying this time also he is trying to lure the members in the same way. 
I will just refer to section 3, sub-section (2), where he has omitted the 
original section. 

The Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROYs Section 3 does 

not form a subject matter of this Bill. 

Mft Pi BANERJIS Section 3(2) is going to be changed, surely, 
as well as sections 23 and 123 of the Act. In his speech, while intro- 
ducing the Bill, he 'gave us a promise that the franchise would he 
enlarged — that is my point, and afterward.s he says tliat carters who 
pay fees for registration of carts — they won’t be allowed to vote. In 
clause (J) of this Bill he has omitted (e) and (/*) of section 123 of the 
original Act; in (e) we find tax on carriages, horses and other animals 
as mentioned in Schedule III, and in (f) tax on trades, professions 
and callings specified in Schedule IV, etc. 

Thus you will find how the Hou’ble Minister gave us an assurance 
last year when the Bill was passed that the franchise would be 
enlarged. 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 do not exactly 
follow what the hon’ble member is driving at. He wants to circulate 
the Bill for eliciting public opinion, but what has that got to do with 
this promise P Then, again, the Bill was not passed by me, but by the 
House. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I know the Hon’ble Minister would put for- 
ward that argument. I will now' explain my point: I say that when 
the Bill was passed, it is well known that the Bill was passed not by 
the Hon’ble Minister but by the House, and the^Hon’ble Minister need 
not waste his breath on that account. But if he will listen to mi with 
patience I iftll substantiate my argument, that when this Bill was 
4 • 
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before the House last year the Hon’ble Minister assured us that the 
franchise was going to be enlarged ; 1;hat is my point. But subse- 
quently we came to know that though the franchise was«enlarged to a 
certain extent, but now in this Bill we see tha(t he is going back on his 
promise and he is now going to narrow it down. 

Now, he has said that there are already 50 municipalities that have 
been constituted under thft new Act and in regard to the rest difficulties 
have arisen; that is, in a majority of the cases, the people have 
challenged the power of Government to dissolve those bodies. My 
point is that if public opinion were taken on the Bill then, this 
difficulty would not have arisen and the municipalities would not now 
be fighting with Government on a constitutional point. Governn^ent 
should have waited till the old commissioners were all out, but they 
did not do so, and went on wdth this Bill without caring to take public 
opinion. I know of one municipality Baduria which ejected the com- 
missioners as early as 1931 who could not function. It was asked 
again to hold a fresh election in 1932. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What you have already said may be taken as 
your gen(>ral or introductory remarks. You must now come to the 
point: Why do you want to circulate the Bill and why don’t you 
want it to be taken into consideration!-' You must advance your 
arguments on these lines. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: 1 was just explaining, Sir, that if the public 
had been consulted, these difficulties would not have arisen at all. The 
Hon’ble Minister wants to change certain provisions of the Act, and I 
consider that this measure should go before the public, for their 
opinion must be sought. That is my point, and in doing so, I w^as 
just suggesting that as some of the municipalities are still under the 
old Act and in their case no election has taken place, it did not matter 
if he waited a little and agreed to circulate the Bill till the 15th Novem- 
ber. It is not a long time from now', and if public opinion is taken, 
there will be no difficulty as has taken place wuth the present Act. 
With these words I beg to move np^ amendment. 

Ral Bthailur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Sir, I rise to 
oppose the motion. The main object of the Bill has been explained 
very clearly by the Hon’ble Minister in the Statement of Objects and 
Reasons. The working of the new Act for the last few months has 
revealed certain defects in it and it is in order to remove these defects 
and anomalies that the present Bill has been introduced. Sir, so far 
as the Municipality of Dacca is ccmcerned, it has been found by 
experience that furthef amendment of the Act has become necessary. 
I have said more than once before that there is nothing perfect in this 
world and the Act cannot be regarded as a model of prffectiwi until 
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some tiaae ^lapses and the commissioners are given a full opportunity 
of judging in what respects ft should be amended. Sir, the public 
had hem given ample opportunity of expressing their views on the 
Bengal Municipal Amendment Bill when it was first^introdiiced, and 
the Select Committee after protracted deliberations submitted a well- 
considered report and the Bill was passed into law. This Bill is meant 
only to rectify certain palpable defects which have been brought to 
notice in the course of the working of the Bengal Municipal Act, 1932, 
during the last few’ months, and I do not think any useful purpose will 
be served by circulating the Bill for the purpose of eliciting public 
opinion thereon. It is not proposed to alter the Act materially, but 
to impro)je upon it in the light of the experience gained during the 
short period that the Act ban been in operation in Bengal. 

I, therefore, strongly oppose the amendment. 


Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir. I cannot see why this Bill 
should be circulated in the present state of things. Perhaps 
Mr. Banerji is not aware that almost all the municipalities have had 
their elections during last Marcli and those municipalities have elected 
their representatives, but the elections of chairmen and vice-chainnen 
are pending in all these municipalities. That election cannot be held 
on account of this 4t*f^‘<'t in the Act and that defect is now sought to 
be cnired by this Bill brought forward by the Hoirble Minister. I 
know that Mr. Banerji ’s grievances have got substance in them, but 
for the past grievances 1 do not think it prudent on the part of a 
popular representative to oppose* a thing which is now so much neces- 
sary for our municipalities. AVe all remember, Sir, that the Bengal 
Municipal Bill last y(‘ur was passed without proper consideration and, 
therefore, Mr. Banerji < ontended that all these defects were there. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Why do you go into that? Why do you say 
that it was not properly considered H 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN GHOSEi: That is the opinion held by some. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It is not necessary to go into a?.! that. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Very well, Sir. Now, it is 
necessary for those municipalities to hold elections of chairmen and 
vice-chairmen and those elections should be valid elections, and for 
that reason I do not think that any delay can be tolerated. About six 
months have elapsed since the elections were tield in March, but the 
municipal boards are now without proper representatives, so to^peak, 
and therefoA the earlier the Act is validated and the amendments 
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proposed in the Bill are passed by the Council, the bcjjter for the 
municipalities. For this reason I oppose the amendment prc^tosed by 
Mr. Banerji. 

• 

The HOfl’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I am sorry 
that Mr. P. Banerji should have moved his amendment on the ground 
that the original Bill was* passed without having public opinion behind 
it. Sir, as I explained then, and I can only repeat now, public opinion 
was obtained and sufficiently obtained on the Bill as it was then intro- 
duced in the House. Moreover, this House had ample oj^ortunity to 
discuss the original Bill for over a month when this Act was passed. 
Now, Sir, the present Bill seeks only to give effect to the Bill that, was 
passed by the House and no substantial change is now proposed in 
that Bill. Only we want to remove certain anomalies, and that requires 
no public opinion, because public opinion is already there. It is an 
Act of the Legislature and we want to give effect to it: that is the 
whole intention of the Bill, and so I oppose this amendment. 

Mr. P. Banerji’s motion was then put and lost. 

The motion that the Bengal Municipal Amendment Bill, 1933, be 
taken into consideration was put and agreed to. 

Clauses 1 and 2. • 

The motion that clauses 1 and 2 stand part of the Bill was put and 
agreed to. 


Clause 3. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: 1 beg to move that in clause 
8 (2) (a), in line 3, after the word “held,’’ the words “or, within 
fifteen days from the date of notification announcing the holding of 
such election” be inserted. 

Sir, in the Bill clause it is stated — “has, during the financial year 
immediately preceding the year in which such election is held, paid, 
for such financial year, any sum '‘in respect of the municipal rates 
specified in clause (a), (6), (c) or (d) of sub-section (I) of section 123 
or paid, in respect of municipal fees and taxes (other than cart regis- 
tration fees) for such financial year, an aggregate amount not less 
than the sum prescribed by the Local Government in this behalf as a 
minimum for the municipality.” 

Here I want by my amendment to give facilities to the municipality 
to collect taxes and also to the rate-payers to get a chance, if they 
have not paid their taxes during the financial year ls contemplated 
in th^ Bill clause, to pay. If any rate-payer has failed to pay within 
that financial year, he should be given an oppcfftunity of paying up 



1933.] GOVERNMEin: BILLS. 

gnd aT^iliiig of the franchise he is entitled to. That is the purpose 
of my amendment. If the time^ as suggested by me, namely, within 
15 days from the date of notification announcing theeholding of such 
election, is given, many rate-payers will flock to the municipal office 
to pay up their dues and they will try to get their names enrolled 
as voters. The municipality will thus be gfhiner: it will get a large 
amount of tax, which had been in arrears, during those 15 days. At 
the same time the tax-payers, who for some reason or other became 
defaulters, will be in a position to enrol themselves as voters. It is 
not the intention of the Legislature to keep out any rate-payer from 
exercising his right of franchise. Therefore, 15 days’ time ought to 
be given to them, and by so doing the municipality will also be 
gainer. With this object in view, namely, that the rate-payern will 
pay up their ^ues and the municipality will not have the trouble of 
taking stringent measures to realise the taxes, I have tabled my 
amendment, and I think I have made my point sufficiently clear, and 
I hope that the Hon’ble Minister will see his way to accept this 
amendment. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: Sir, I am sorry to have to oppose 
Dr. Ghose’s praiseworthy attempt to encourage people not to pay up 
their taxes in time.* The first objection to his amendment is one of 
principle. The ITon’ble Minister has in anticipation met Dr. Ghose’s 
amendment. He has pointed out that the only object of this Bill is 
to remove some defects which have to be removed at once if the work 
of certain municipalities is to be carried on. The w^hole idea is to 
make more explicit the intention of the Council when it passeil the 
main Act, and no attempt has been made in the present Bill to introduce 
any new thing whatsoever. Dr. Ghose seeks to introduce a perfectly 
new principle which is not in accordance with the w isli of this House, 
as expressed by it when it considered this section previously about a 
year ago. For this reason alone, therefore, this amendment ought to 
be opposed. 

There is also another reason which may be put forward and that is 
that the principle is wrong on point of public morals. The object of 
the amendment is practically to encourage a practice which is 
altogether wrong, namely, that candidates who want votes should be 
in a position to buy them. If Dr, Ghose’s amendment is acrcepted, a 
candidate may run to a voter and say ’*you will not be able to vote 
as you have not paid your taxes, but I will pay for you if you will 
vote for me” and the man will of cotu*8e vote^for the candidate who 
pays the taxes for him. That is the very thing of which the House 
wished to prevent the possibility by the provisions put into the Section 
when it pass^ it, although the drafting unfortunately was not as clear 
a# it might have been. The idea of the section is *that the pliymentt 
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should be made beforehand during the financial year which precedes 
the year in which an election is held, before the tax-pay^s know that 
there is going tl> be an election. • 

Now, there is another point against the amendment. If it is passed 
as it stands, it will be unworkable, because there is no notification 
published announcing the holding of elections. The Local Government 
fixes a date for the first 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Yes, that is published. 

• 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWN END. There is no notification published 
fixing the date of election ; the District Magistrate fixes the date. The 
date of the first general election under the new Act is fixed by Govern- 
ment, but for elections afterwards the date is to be fixed the District 
Magistrate in an order; the order of the District Magistrate is com- 
municate to the municipality and published by them in the town. 
Therefore, Dr. Ghose’s amendment will be meaningless. I think in 
view of this Dr. Ghose will be well advised to withdraw his amend- 
ment. Sir, I oppose not chiefly on account of the defects which have 
mentioned, but also on account of the great principle involved, namely, 
that we should not tamper with the principle which the House accepted 
previously. 

The motion was put and lost. 

M«ulvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: I beg to move that in clause 3(£) 
(a), in lines 7 and 8, the words and brackets “(other than cart regis- 
tration fees)” be omitted. 

Sir, my object is to extend the franchise to persons who pay cart 
registration fees. The last Bengal Municipal Act widened the 
franchise to a very large extent, but unfortunately it left out one class 
of people. No one knows why. It will be seen that under the new 
Act one essential condition for beii^ a voter is that he must either be 
a resident without the municipality or an occupier of a holding within 
the municipality for one year and he must be carrying on some trade 
or profession during such occupation. That is essential. Therefore, 
the argument that may be advanced against the carters that if they 
become voters, then people residing outside the municipalities may get 
themselves registered as voters and swamp the municipal elections has 
no legs to stand upon. There is no such apprehension, because unless 
a man is either a resjdent within the municipality or occupier of a 
holding in the municipality, he can never be a voter. Therefore, there 
seems^to be no reason why these carters should be exclu^^. Perhaps 
it may be said that only those persons who pay some ordinary municipal 
t rates, inch as latiine or light tax, or some such similar tax, should 
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voters. But that argument cannot stand, because obviously the Act 
has classified# other persons who, are not ordinary rate-payers as voters, 
for example — I would sefer to the Act — persons wl^ pay taxes on 
carriages, horses, etc., mentioned in Schedule III, persons who pay 
taxes under Schedule IV, persons who pay tolls on ferries, and persons 
who pay fees on vessels moored within the* municipality. It is only 
those who pay cart registration fees w’ho are to be excluded. I think 
it was a very regrettable omission, and these people should no longer 
be deprived of the franchise. They are labourers, and everyone knows 
that the star of the labourer is on the ascendant everywhere in the 
world. Afhy then in Bengal should they be deprived of their rights? 
One" argument that may be raised is that the present Bill is of a 
validating character and, therefore, any amendment whi(‘h is of a 
substantial character cannot be entertained. That is the Government’s 
position. 1 do not see why Government should take up .such an 
attitude. If it is otherwise reasonable, there is no ground why Govern- 
ment should fight shy of this amendment. There may be certain 
amendments that are of a very complicated nature find the pros and 
cons cannot be comprehended witliin a short space of time. Amend- 
ments of that nature may not be entertained during the consideration 
of a validating Bill but simply the inclusion of a certain class of people 
who pay cart registeation fees us voters cannot raise any complication 
which (rovernment cannot comprehend within a short space of time. 
Therefore, the plea that Government seem to have taken that no 
substantial amendments are going to be entertained ^eenis to be very 
flimsy. I think the House should extend the franchise to the carters. 
With these words, I commend my motion to the acceptance of the 
House. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I rise to oppose this motion 
on the very simple ground that the inclusion or exclusion of people 
who pay cart registration fees was discussed in this House when the 
Bengal Municipal Bill was under discussion, and it was rejec'ted by 
the House. It was first rejected %y the Select Committee and then 
by this House. As was pointed out by the Hon’ble Minister in his 
opening speech and by Mr. Townend, this Bill to-day does not profess 
to reopen any question of principle. It wants to register the will of 
this Ijegislative Council on certain matters in the Act which have been 
wrongly worded by mistake or mischance. The views of this Council, 
so far as the question of enfranchisement of the people who pay cart 
registration fees was concerned, were unmistakably < xpressed during 
the discussion of the Bill last year and it was turned down. Therefore, 
I think, it is too early to bring forward this matter again. After the 
Act has been in operation for some time, it will be time to reopen this 
question. 
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KImui BalMUlur MUHAMMAO ABOUL MOMIN: Sir, I am not 
surprised at the opposition which has Wn made to this ^unendment by 
my friend, Mr. ^arendra Kumar Basu. Because this particular matter 
was rejected on a previous occasion, that, I think, is no ground for 
opposing it again, if the cause is really good. There should not be 
any objection to the cartipen being included. My friend will probably 
remember that these cartmen were originally excluded from the draft 
Bill, but the Select Committee agreed to include them in the Bill; 
subsequently, they were again left out, and opinion was very much 
divided on this point. I think this Council ought to look into this 
question on its merits. As has been explained by Maulvi Tpmizuddin 
Khan, every class of people who pay any tax has got the right of. 
franchise. Then why on earth the cartmen should not have the same 
right? Is it because they are poor people, or because they have no 
need of municipal amenities? I cannot understand whj? of all persons 
the cartmen have been especially chosen to be excluded from this Act. 
A man who pays tax on horse has the right to vote, but if he pays tax 
on bullocks, lie does not get the right. I do not know whether if a 
man instead of putting two bullocks puts two donkeys to his cart, he 
will be enfranchised. I think in fairness to these people who are a 
very important class in municipal towns and whose usefulness cannot 
be underrated and who as a class are interested much more than any- 
body else in the general municipal amenities of the town, for instance, 
good repairs pf roads, etc., they should have a voice in the municipal 
administration of the town. For these reasons, I ver>' strongly support 
the amendment before the House. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I beg to support the amendment moved by my 
friend, Maulvi Tamizuddiu Khan. I am not at all surprised that 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu, an old man as he is, should oppose it. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs Sir, I do protest against being 
called an old man. I am certainly not as old as Mr. Banerji. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. P. BANER4IS I should like to tell my friend that in these 
days of democracy it should be the right of every man to exercise the 
vote. The Hon’ble Minister has also said that every man who pays 
fees and taxes should have a vote. Khan Bahadur Muhammad Abdul 
Momin has asked why of all persons these cartmen should be deprived 
from voting. The reason is not far to seek. It is this, that in these 
municipalities there are so many hundreds of cartmen who, if 
enfranchised, will oust interested persons from their places in the 
municipality which they have been occupying for a very long time. 
In the^next election it is quite possible that a cartman might become a 
Minister. It will not debar a cartman from coming int<f the Council 
and taking his seat amongst the Ministers. That being the case,^! 
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think t|kat in the fitness of things and in the name of democracy, the 
Hon ble Minister should not have deprived the cartmen from the right 
of voting, and I suggest that he should accept the ai^ndment. 

Mawm MUSHARRUF H08AIN, Khan Bahatfur: Sir, I think the 
amendment is an important one. In these dj^ys of democracy it is not 
right that those who are contributing to the municipal fund should be 
excluded from having their say in the administration of the munici- 
pality. People say that those who pay the piper have the right to call 
for the tune. Let me ask the treasury bench whether it is not a fact 
that a substantial portion of the municipal fund comes from the 
carters. Those who have any knowledge of the working of a munici- 
pality know as a matter of fact that the carters are rate-payers and 
residents within the municipality. Sir, I have experience of the 
municipal adnunistration, for, say, over two decades, and my know- 
ledge of municipal administration emboldens me to tell you, Sir, that 
a serious wTong has been done to the carters. As they contribute 
sufficiently to the funds of the municipalities, it is fair that they should 
have a hand in the administration of that fund. Perhaps the question 
at the back of everybody’s mind is that by allowing these carters to 
vote, a lot of Muhammadans will be enfranchised. I admit that in 
some places the Mujiammadans will have some seats. As far as my 
informatioif goes, in the municipal areas of Northern Bengal almost 
every carter is a Hindu, hailing from Bihar. So, in North Bengal the 
Muhammadans will not have any advantage over the Hindus in the 
matter of voting. In East Bengal, probably, the Muhammadans will 
have some advantage. So, one will counterbalance the other; in this 
case I hope Government will think over the matter as a whole. If the 
Muhammadans have an advantage in certain areas, they will bo at a 
disadvantage in others. So I would ask my friend, the Hon 'ble 
Minister, to see if it is not possible for him to accept this motion, 
because these carters were really voters before. Why have you now 
disenfranchised them ? What business — what right — have we as 
representatives of the people, returned by the very same carters, to 
show to this House tj^at we are voting against our own voters. For 
these reasons, Sir, I would respectfully urge that the motion be accepted 
by the House. 

(The Council was then adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Mtilivi ABDUL HAMiO SHAH delivered a speech in Bengali of 
which the following is a translation: — 

Mr. President, previous speakers have pointed out how the activities 
of cartmen wlio ply bullock-carts are very closely ccmnected with trade 
aiiyjl commerce, making for the prosperity and developipent of mimicipal ^ 
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towns. Cartmen contribute a respectable amount to the funds of the 
municipalities, and they should have the right to call for«n account of 
the sums of money spent by the municipalities. I think the Hon’ble 
Minister for Local Self-Government still remembers what he said while 
moving the Bengal Municipal Bill in this Council. He declared that 
in presenting the Bill hi!^ intention was to extend the scope of self- 
government by widening the franchise. But at the last elections to 
the Kishoreganj Municipality it was found that the names of the 
carters had been struck off the electoral rolls. The carters very much 
regretted this and protested strongly against it. Thus, here we find 
an instance which goes against the professed intention of the Hoii’ble 
Minister to increase the number of voters for the municipal elections. 
The carters who have been from the very outset included in the list of 
voters are now excluded from it. We hope the Hon’ble Minister in 
charge would kindly issue a statement to meet the grii?vance8 of those 
who have thus been deprived of their voting rights as well as to prove 
the value of his previous statements. Unless the injustice done to 
carters is redressed immediately, the time is not far away when we 
ahall see the entire breakdown of the system of transport. 

Th« Hcm^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, the object 
cf the Bengal Municipal Act, as it was passed *l)y this Gouncil last 
yrear, was certainly to extend the franchise and not to 
restrict it. That object was attained by the acceptance by 
the House of this provision. It was the House which 
decided that the carters should be left out. Now it is proposed that 
the carters should be included. As has been pointed out by 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu, the question was discusse<l threadbare in 
the Select Committee; it was also discussed threadbare on the floor of 
this House; and the ultimate decision was that the carters should be 
left out. Now, if the House again decides that they should be 
included, then I think that it would be going back on the principle 
that was accepted by tliis House. When introducing this Bill, I 
explained that it is a purely validating measure. No substantive 
changes are propcxsed in this Bill, and it is very difficult to agree to 
any substantive changes in tin’s measure. In fact, several defects in 
the Bengal Municipal Act have already been brought to the notice of 
Government, and it would be necessary for Government to bring 
forward a more comprehensive Bill to remove those defects. When 
that Bill is brought up, Government would certainly be glad to consider 
the proposal which is now made, t\k., to enfranchise the carters along 
with the others. But* there is no justification whatsoever to incor- 
porate this proposal in the present Bill. 

Sir, it was this House, which, after very careful consideration, 
^laft mft the carters, and though it was a Government measure the 
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decision* was of the House itself. I hope, therefore, that the House 
would stick to that principle. I can, however, assure the hon’ble 
member, who has move^ this, amendment, as well as ^hose who have 
supported it, that when the amending Bill will be brought up by 
Government, it will certainly be one of the points that will be carefully 
considered by them. I hope tliat on this Sssurance the mover will 
withdraw his motion. 

Miulvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Sir, on the assurance given by 
the Hon’ble Minister, I beg leave of the House to withdraw my motion. 

The motion was then, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

('In uses 3 to 12. 

The question that clauses 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 stand part 
of the Bill was put and agreed to. 


Preamble. 

The question that the Preamble stand part of the Bill was put and 
agreed to. 

TIm Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I beg to 
move that the Bill, as settled in Council, be passed. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 


The Bengal Nurses Bill, 1933. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 1 beg to introduce a 
Bill to provide for the registration and better training of nurses, mid- 
wives and health visitors in Bengdl. 

The Secretary then read the short title of the Bill. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I beg to move that the 
Baid Bill be circulated for the purpose of elitdting opinion thereon 
before the 15th November, 1933. 

I do not know what Dr. Amulya Ratan Ghoae is going to say later 
on, but as a precaution I had better tell the Houje a little of the history 
of this Bill. The idea was started about 10 years ago of arranging 
for the bettqjr' training of nurses and midwives and of securid^: the 
recognition of nurses trained in Bengal outside Bengal. In 1923 the 
G#vemment of India suggested that a Bill should be drafted the i 
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purpose and in 1926 the State Medical Faculty submitted a draft Bill. 
That Bill was duly and leisurely considered, because was only in 
1928 that the rBill was sent up to the Government of India. The 
Government of India approved the Bill generally and asked us to pass 
the Bill and submit a syllabus for the training proposed under the Bill. 
That was done, and in 1029, when we sent up the syllabus, we were 
again asked to pass the Bill and submit the draft regulations that we 
proposed to frame under the Bill. The State Medical Faculty submitted 
certain revised rules in 1930 and the Bill has now emerged in its final 
form in 1933. The Bill in its final form has been approved by the 
State Me<lical Faculty, which considered it through a Special Com- 
mittee, on wliich there were several representatives of the nurses and 
also a member of this Council, namely, Hai Bahadur Dr. Haridhan 
Dutt. The Bill is not, therefore, one which has been prepared in 
haste, and I hope the Council will at any rate recognize that a great 
deal of work has been done on this difficult subject, and pass the 
motion that the Bill should be circulated. We have proposed that 
public opinion should be elicited by the 15th November; that is, we 
are giving practically 2i months’ time for its consideration by the 
public. 

There are two amendments, one extending the time to the 31?t 
December and the other standing in the aanic ol J)r. Amulya Bat an 
Ohose who, although he has tabled a motion for circulation by 31st 
March, now says that he proposes to oppose the very introduction of 
the Bill. I suspected that his amendment was intended to be a 
dilatory motion, and so obviously it is, but I hope the Council will 
reject it and pass the motion for circulation that I have proposed. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: 1 rise to oppose the motion on 
the ground that it is 

Mr. PRESIDENT: But what about your own motion? Are you 
not moving it? 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Shall I not get an opportunity 
of moving my amendment if this one fails? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think you had better move your amendment 
and make one speech on both. That is the best thing to do. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: I beg to move that for the 
figures and words *‘lfith November, 1933,” the figures and words **31st 
March, 1934,” be substituted. 

The Bill is not necessary at present. It will not be to the interoet 
of the^ people of Bengal to have this Bill passed into law and tke 
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primary object of bringing forward this Bill by the Hon’ble Member 
is perhape to follow the example of the Bengal Medical Act, 1914. At 
that time there was a necessity for such an Act in Bengal because 
several institutions iised^o grant certificates with colourable imitation 
just as the diplomas and certificates granted by Government institu- 
tions. To check those things and many other bogus afi'airs with regard 
to medical education that Act was brought inlo force, but about nurses 
there is no such thing at present in Bengal. There is no institution 
run by private enterprize which is not recognized by Government where 
nurses are trained or can be trained. Moreover, the Medical Act was 
necessary because at that time doctors, who used to practise medicine 
and surgery in Bengal, did not pass out of any recognized medical 
institution in Bengal. So they were a great danger to the public as 
the Government found out at that time. For that reason the Medical 
Act was passed, but as regards the nurses they are not allowed to 
practise, or prescribe medicine; they are not allowed to treat patieut.s, 
so there is no apprehension of danger from the nurses. In Bengal at 
present there is a great necessity for qualified nurses. Almost all the 
nurses that we see now' are qualified, but if this Act is passed I am 
afraid there will be lesser enthusiasm amongst the nurses to get them- 
selves registered. For want of money there will not be many nurses 
who would be enthusiastic enough to get their names registered. 
Thus, there will be a' dearth of qualified nurses in Bengal. 

For these reasons I think that enough time ought to be given to 
the public to consider this Bill, and if this Bill be not circulated for a 
longer time than is proposed by the Hon’ble Member, then 1 do not 
think that the exact opinion of the public can be received. Therefore, 
I propose that the Bill be circulated for a longer period and I hope the 
Council will accept ray proposal. 

Rai Sahib AKSHOY KUMAR 8EH: I beg to move that for the 
figures and words “15th November, 1933,” the figures and words “3Jst 
December, 1933,” be substituted. 

It is an important piece of legislation and the Hon’ble Member is 
good enough to ask for public opinion and fix the time as the 15th 
November. I do not £now exactly if there will be any meeting of the 
Council in November or December, so some more time should be given 
to the public to give their opinion and the Bill may be passed into law 
in February. An extension of time up to the Slst December should, 
I think, be granted. But if there be any meeting in November or 
December, then I do not press my motion. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: I>do not want to oppose 
the motion for circulation of the Bill, but at the same time I^must 
say that I loqjs: upon the Bill with a considerable amount of misgiving. 
It is not as if it is a simple or innocent proposal for the registration 
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of nurses; it is much more than that,^ If you will look to section 26 
you will see that it proTides that no person shall without the permis- 
sion of the Local Government after the expiry of 5 y^ars from the 
commencemeni# of this Act be employed ig or by any dispensary, 
hospital, infirmary, or lying-in hospital which is supported partially 
or entirely by public funds or local funds, as a nurse, midwife, or 
health visitor unless she ss registered under this Act or is under train- 
ing in any institution recognised by the Council. This section shows 
that what is meant is that after registration none but registered nurses 
should be allowed to act in any hospital, dispensary, or infirmary, or 
anything of the sort. I am in perfect sympathy with any endeavour 
to provide all the hospitals and dispensaries and infirmaries, in Bengal 
with good and qualified nurses and any measure which seeks to do that 
will have my unstinted support. But this Bill is putting the cart before 
the horse. How many trained nurses have we got now? Are there 
enough of them to supply the needs of the city of Calcufta, not to speak 
of the outlying districts? That is a fact that Government recognise 
and in section 26 they cannot provide that no unregistered nurse shall be 
able to work in any hospital or dispensary forthwith, but they post- 
pone it for 5 years in the liope perhaps that in the course of 5 years 
they will have a sufficient number of trained nurses to take the place 
of the present untrained nurses in several of tlie places. I should have 
thought that the first step that Government should have taken would 
be to organise a system of teaching nurses. Last year I believe the 
Hon’ble Minister Sir Bijoy Prasad Singh Boy told us something about 
a proposal for organising the training of nurses. We have not yet 
heard of anything of that proposal — wliat final shape that proposal has 
taken and how' far it has progressed. In any (use, that proposal can- 
not in the course of 5 years possibly give us all the nurses that we 
should w'ant to give effect to section 26. That is an important point. 
Until we have anything like a sufficient number of trained nurses, it 
is futile to have registration of qualified nurses. You will have to do 
with unqualified nurses so long as you do not have a system of train- 
ing and a sufficient number of graduates out of the training institu- 
tions. For this reason I think thi^ Bill ought now^ to be left over until 
we have the other proposal of tlie Hon’ble Minister in charge of the 
Medical and Public Health Department taking shape; until we find 
that he has formulated a scheme by wdiich we will have an abundant 
supply of qualified nurses and we find how far any such scheme for 
training of qualified nurses makes a distinction in favour of, or against, 
any particular institution. Sir, we know' that at the present moment 
to make up for the dearth of trained nurses certain private bodies have 
been trying to train n^prses. We should like to know what place those 
public bodies will find in the scheme which will be devised by the 
Honi>le Minister before we can agree to a scheme of registration. We 
must be sure that the scheme for registration envisaged by this Bill 
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does not <^rate against the laudable private endeavours made towarda 
providing a body of trained nurses. For this reason I am entirely 
against this Bill at the present moment. But 1 tliink it will not be 
consistent with the convantion of the House to oppose this Bill at thia 
stage. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIOHAN DUTT: J^ir, I rise to say a few 

words about this Bill which affects the profession to which I belong. 
I am really surprised to find, what I may say, the colossal ignorance 
of some of my friends as to what is being done in the country regard- 
ing the training of nurses. Tlie Hon’ble Sir William Prentice hna 
already told us that this is a question which has been before us for 
more than 15 to 20 years. Since I was a young medical man, 1 liave 
been hearing of the registration of medical men as well as nurses. 
The registration of medical men has been effected and in the beginning 
the same kind «f opposition, that I hear now about tlie registration of 
nurse.s, was there. But since the registration of medical men has ]>eeu 
effected, I believe I shall not be contradicted by anybody when 1 say 
that everybody has now been satisfied with that measure wliich has 
done nothing but good to the country. Similarly, Sir, there is opposi- 
tion now with regard to the scheme for the registration of nurses. It 
cannot be denied that at the present moment the number of trained 
nurses is very few, j^hether Indian, Anglo-Indian or European. The 
total number of nurses, of course, is not very small. But whatever 
the number may be, there is an a<Imixture of nurses with practically 
no qualification. These nurses are sometimes being mistaken as quali- 
fied nurses. Such was also the state of affairs in regard to the medical 
men 15 years ago. It was extremely difficult to distinguish between 
a qualified and an unqualified man. Similarly, if Dr. Sen Gupta wanted 
a nurse for any of his sick relatives, he would find great difficulty in 
choosing the right sort of nur.se. My friend has many misgivings and 
one of them is that private institutions will be debarred from training 
nurses as a result of this measure. Sir, I may not liave the sumo 
acumen as my learned friend, but the general common sense that I 
have leads me to think that as in the case of the registration of medical 
men, where representatives of medical men were left to decide which 
of the qualifications should be registered and which not, so also tho 
liegistration Board in this case of nurses will decide which qualification 
will be allowed to be registered and which not. If any private body 
train nurses and give them sufi^cient qualification, 1 believe that body 
will be recognised as an authority to train nurses. Supposing the 
Calcutta Corporation or the Chittaranjan Hospital or any institution 
like that starts with a body of persons who are in a position to train 
nurses, 1 presume that that body would be recognised by the Regis- 
tration Board and would be allowed to train nurses. My friend DA Sen 
Gupta should remember that more the number of such bodies the better 
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will be for u», as the number of nurses at the present moment is very 
email. There are difficulties in the way and some of the difficulties 
are almost in s’lrmoun table. We ought to encourage th^ coming in of 
a larger numbet of our sisters to the nursing jITofession. At the present 
moment there is considerable dearth of suitable candidates among 
Indians for this profession. My friend ought to take up that attitude 
which will encourage odr sisters to come forward and take up this 
profession — a profession into which they need not hesitate to enter. 
I shall appeal along with the mover to my friends to encourage the 
registration of Indian nurses and make every attempt to have a large 
number of qualified Indian nurses in the country. 

One word about the attitude of Dr. Ghose who I am surprised has 
taken up a different view' to mine. He perhaps lealises that the 
nurses in Howrah are very few, and I say without fear of contradiction 
that 99 per cent, of them are unqualified. I shall paus# for an answer. 
Is it to the glory or the honour of the profession to which he belongs;^ 
Medical men ought to be the leaders in such cases. The nursing 
profession is such that the medical men cannot do without it. We 
ought to see how' the nurses could be improved. I appeal to Dr. Ghose 
not to take up the attitude which he has show n by his dilatory motion 
for deferring the collection of opinions up to the 31st March. I do 
not know w'hat has inspired him to fix 31 st Marcl^. He thinks perhaps 
he or we w'ill not have an opportunity of discussing the matter again. 
I do not know what llai Sahib Akshoy Kumar Sen means by w anting 
to defer the collection of opinions by another month. It means that 
we shall not have an opportunity of considering this at the next sitting 
of the Council. I do not like at this stage to take up your time any 
further. I know the Bill will be debated upon for a longer time on 
the floor of this House, and so I appeal to my friends, especially the 
medical men, not to put any obstacle in the way of the Bill being taken 
into consideration as soon as possible. 

Tht Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I should just like to say 
a few words about the points raised by Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta. 
He has referred to clause 26; but ‘if he will also read clause 31(7) («), 
be will find that it says : — 

“The Council may, with the previous sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment, make regulations for regulating the courses of training for 
nurses, midwives and health visitors, the recognition of institutions 
competent to undertake such training, the conduct of examinations of 
trained nurses, midwives and health visitors, and the remuneration, if 
any, of examiners,” ^ 

IK*. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: But the^ is no provi- 
sion for an}^ school for the training of nurses. 
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Th* H^bto Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Then what does Wg. 
nition of institutions competent to undertake such training” meanP 
Does not that include scjiools? ^ 

But in any case wlmt apparently Dr. Sen Gupta thinks is that until 
you have a lot of institutions for the training of nurses you cannot 
regulate the courses of training. I suggest ‘that if you are going to 
start such institutions, it would he just as well that they should know 
the kind of training which experts deem it advisable should he given in 
them. 

As regards Dr. Sen Gupta’s point regarding clause 20, o years is a 
matter of detail and obviously it is one of the points which would be 
considered in the Select rommittee, supposing the Bill ever goes there. 
It is obviously one of the jioints which the public bodies, which would 
be consulted if this motion for circulation were passed, would deal 
w'ith in their opinion. From the point of view oi the employment of 
nurses also, this jirovision is important. 1 do not pretend to be an 
expert in this matter, but 1 am told that a lot of the difficulty in 
getting people to enter the profession of nursing is due to the fact tlmt 
there are no prospects, ()b^iousl\, S»r, if after a certain period the 
statfing of hospitals and similar institutions is confined to registered 
nurses, that will in«(’ast‘ the prospcuds for trained nurses and may 
draw a larger number into the profession. But what surjuised me 
most in this discussion was the remark of a (hador from Howrah — I 
mean Dr. Ghose. As tar as I could understand him, he first said that 
there was no ditlenuice between trained nur.ses and untrained nurses; 
then he said a great deal about the need there was for (jualified nur.ses. 
Surely, the wliole object of this Bill is to produce qualified nurses in 
whom the patients and the doctors laii have confidence. 

As regards the date, Dr. llaridhan Dutt indicated why we chose 
the middle of November. If we meet before Christmas, this Bill may 
come up at that .session with the opinions that we shall have received 
and the Bill can be referred to a Select Committee in that session, so 
that it may be ready for discussion wn the session after the New Year, 
80 that if the CoumilVants to pass the Bill it can do so before next 
April. If you prefer the later date, 31st December, you will be post- 
poning the Select Committee to a time when we shall be busy with the 
budget. Ten w'eeks is, I submit, surely ample for giving a considered 
opinion on the Bill, and my suggestion is that the Council reject these 
amendments and pass my original motion. 

Rai Sahib Akshoy Kumar Sen’s motion was put and lost. 

Dr. Amulya Ratan Ghose’s motion was put and lost. 

The Hon’lAe Sir William Prentice’s motion for circulation was put 
an^ agreed to. 

5 
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Vm Blngtl PlaMt ol PulMio AimiMiiMiil Bill, 1B8S. 

The HOffl^bl^ Sir WILLIAM PRENTICEj I beg to present the 
report of the Select Committee on the Bengal Places of Public Amuse- 
ment Bill, 1933. 

I also beg to move that the Bill as reported by the Select Committee 
be taken into consideration. 

The Council will see that the Bill has emerged from the Select 
Committee with very few changes. The only important change is the 
one that involves the introduction of the new clause oB. The Council 
will remember that when I introduced the Bill, I pointed oift that we 
had asked the Council to give us power to notify games which were 
in our opinion not in the public interest. When the Bill went to 
Select Committee, the view taken there was that it undesirable 
that games which were against the public interest should continue to 
be played until the ruling of the Local Government w'as received. 
Therefore, the Select Committee inserted this clause by which it will 
be open to the Commissioner of Police and the District Magistrate to 
suspend the playing of certain games pending a reference to the Local 
Government, That is really the only alteration of substance that has 
been introduced in the Bill by the Select Committee, and I move that 
the Bill be now^ taken into consideration. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

Clause 1. 


The motion that clause 1 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 


Clause 2. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, with your permis- 
sion, I wish to make a drafting change in the amendment standing in 
my name, and I move it in the follow’ing form ; — 


“That to clause 2(3), the following w^ords be added, namely — ‘but 
does not include a theatre or a cinema house where no diversions other 
than music, singing, dancing, dramatic representations or cinemato- 
graph exhibitions are provided.’ ’’ 

The main object of the Bill as you will gather from sections 5A 
and 5B and other sections is to prohibit the playing of certain games 
that are against the public interest in the public places to be notified 
by Government. I do not think there can be any occasiou for the 
application of this Act in those houses where no such games are 
carried on. That being the case, I wish that those houses should be 
excluded from the purview of the law itself so as to place them outside 
the range of the attention of the authorities respons^le for the 
^operaticn of this Act. u 
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The Htn^bie Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: As I «xplabtd when 
introdudng it, this Bill had been introduced at the instance of the 
Council. This amendment raises a point which I am perfectly willing 
to leave to the Council. I would only point out that under clause 
10(-^), you can provide for the conduct of the notified place of public 
amusement in a decent and orderly manner. • It is quite possible that 
you may have diversions which are not decent and orderly, and if you 
exclude theatres and cinema houses, you may have excluded places 
which otherwise the local authorities would desire to notify. The Act 
does not apply to a place of public amusement until it is notified and 
the Local jGoverninent will not notify any place until and unless tljere 
is reason for doing so. I think what the danger that Dr. Sen Gupta 
apprehends is very far distant, but I leave it to the Council to decide 
whether they want to liave that safeguard inserted. Personally I 
object to it. * 

Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: Sir, I would 
like to draw’ the attention of Dr. Sen Gupta to niy amendment No. 9. 
Whereas Dr. Sen Gupta wants to confine to diversions other than music, 
dancing, etc., I want to put safeguards with regard to all places, such 
as dw^elling places, vessels, stands, etc., because w’e find that in sub- 
clause (S) all those'* things may he quite harmless and innocent by 
themselves, and it is only w’hen there is gambling that it bei^omes 
offensive. If Dr. Sen Gupta’s amendment is accepted, it will practi- 
cally rule out my amendment. For this reason, I think the amend- 
ment should not be accepted, and it w'ould be better if w'e have an 
amendment in a comprehensive form as I have put in. 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta’s motion w'as then put and lost. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I beg to move that 
to clause 2{3), the following be added, namely: — 

“but does not include a private dwelling house, temple or place of 
worship.” 

• 

Sir, in ordinary circumstances it would have been absurd to move 
such an amendment. It strikes me that there is a great weakness in 
the Bill that has been brought before the Council. In clause 3, the 
Local. Government take power to notify any places or classes of places 
of public amusement, and the whole Bill hinges on that clause. Now, 
the Government as yet have not made their position clear. Even the 
Select Committee has not reported under what circumstances Govern- 
ment are going to notify a particular place of public amusement as a 
notiffed place of public amusement. Therefore, we should bg very 
eautious in examining the definition of “place of public amusement.” 
At it is, it appears to be a very comprehensive definition. It setms we^ 
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are not going to leave anything outside the definition. 1 may read 
out the definition as it stands in the Bill. It says: “ ^place of public 
amusement’ means any place, enclosure, building, vessel, tent, booth 
or other erection, whether permanent or temporary, where music, 
singing, dancing, or any diversion or game or the means of carrying 
on the same is provided •and to which the public are admitted either 
free or on payment of money or on any other consideration and includes 
a carnival, circus or amusement park.” If we leave it as it is, then 
a dwelling house where a jatra performance is going on may be noti- 
fied as a place of public amusement, although there is no question of 
gambling there. Of course, it would be different if a place where 
gambling is carried on be declared as a place of public amusement, 
but if you read this Bill, you will find that Government have not yet 
made up their mind as to what will be against the public interest. 
Again, if private dwelling liouses, temples or places of w'orship are 
not omitted, it may lead to great in(‘oiivenience to the public. Later 
on in the Bill we find that power is given to the police to investigate 
such places of public amusement. How do you like, Sir, if your house 
is invaded by a batch of policemen when some music is going on there? 
Then again, in many temples singing and dancing are allowed. Are 
you going to bring those temples within tjie purview of this Bill? I 
would like the Government to make their position clear. Taking 
advantage of the feeling of the people for stopping certain abuses that 
have crept in in certain places of public amusement, they should not 
try to arm themselves with the power wlncli may be abused by their 
underlings and which may be difficult for the Hon’ble Member in charge 
to control from his place in the Writers’ Buildings. Any legislation 
should not be of such a nature that it may give cause to undue friction 
and inconvenience to the public'. I hope the Hon’ble Member will 
accept my amendment and not oppose it. 1 am sure that if he opposes 
it, he will certainly earn for himself the title of the Hon’ble Kill Toy 
Prentice. 


Rai SaKid AK8H0Y KUMARS SEN: 1 beg to move that after 
clause 2(J), the following be added, namely: — 

“Provided that it shall not include any place where music, singing 
or dancing are allowed under the religious tenets or custom of any 
community.” 

Sir, it will be seen that my motion deals with something different 
from that dealt with in motion Xo. 6. I submit that the definition of 
public amusement as |fiven in this clause is very very wide. It means 
that il may include any place, c.g., a street, a dwelling house or any 
other place whatsoever. So, I want to put in some, restriction* 
^ Supposing a profession of a mnhirtan party is going through tbe 
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gtreet; it may be stopped by any Magistrate if in his t^ihion it should 
not be ifflowed. And, moreover, in temples and other places of worship 
such things are allowed under the religious tenets of some communities. 
My submission to this House is that this proviso be added to the clause. 
Of course, I find that there is clause 3 under which Government 
reserves to itself the power of issuing a notification declaring any 
places or classes of places of public amusement specified in the notifica- 
tion. I see that there is that provision, but the point is that unless 
and until we find that there is such a restriction as is proposed by me 
that religious observances are not affected in any way l>y this definition 
of places of public amusement, I think the publit* will have some 
apprehension. And in my opinion the definition should not be made 
so wide as to include these places also. 

Xow', Sir, as regards the reason why I have not inserted anything 
about gambling or games whatsoever, 1 know that under this legisla- 
tion Government may reserve to itself the power of dei laring even a 
dwelling-house to be a notified place of public amusement under clause 
3. My proposal does not mention anything of game whatsoever, but 
mentions music, singing, and dancing, etc., which are allowed under 
the religious tenets or customs of any particular community. My 
submission, therefore, is that this matt(‘r should be seriously considered 
before the clause is accepted by this Hou.se. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, I rise to oppose the 
amendment, of Kai Sahib Akshoy Kumar Sen completely and that of 
Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Kay partially. I should like to ask the 
Hou.se to remember that if amendment No. 7 be accepted by the House, 
it would only give loopholes to people for e.scaping the clutches of the 
law. I need hardly remind the House that under the provisions of this 
Bill all the power tliat is taken on behalf of the executive and of the 
police is restricted to certain classes of games, and if the principle of 
this amendment, tvr., that “it shall not include any place where music, 
singing, or dancing are allowed under the religious tenets or custom 
of any community,” is accepted, then because music, etc., are allowed 
at a place, my friend y*0'i 1<1 allow' a*ny games also to be played. That 
would really make the Bill absolutely inoperative. If my friend, the 
mover, had any idea as to the volume^ of public opinion behind this 
Bill — especially of the poor people who want a measure of this descrip- 
tion to be passed w'ithout any delay — I am quite sure he would not have 
tabled an amendment which would defeat the very object of this Bill. 

As for Mr. Shanti Shekharesw^ar Ray’s amendment, I do not think 
it would be ever possible even for the Hon’ble ^r William Prentice to 
include a private dwelling-house in a notified place of public amuse- 
ment, and I ^oiild ask Mr. Ray not to think always of Government as 
in a kilLjoy mood towards private amusement. I think, liowever, that 



‘70 


OOVEBimEKT BILLS. 


[29th AirCt 


Government in tLie instance ought to have the sympathy of even this 
side of the House ^hen it is trying to do some good to the pubKc. I, 

therefore, hope that both these amendments will be withdrawn. 

• ♦ 

Rai Sahib AKSHOY KUMAR SEN: On a point of order, Sir. I 
beg to submit that there^is nothing in my amendment 

Mr. PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order; it is an argument. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, Mr. Narendra 
Kumar Basu has demolished the Rai Sahib’s amendment* I would 
only add this, I do not know whether the Rai Sahib is a lawyer by 
profession. If he is, then I cannot imagine a more excellent amend- 
ment than this from the lawyer’s point of view, be<‘ause it seems to me 
that if the words “it shall not include any plac e where ‘music, singing, 
or dancing are allowed under the religious tenets or custom of any 
community,” are added to clause 2(J), then the moaning of the clause 
will be very vague and its interpretation will give the lawyers excellent 
opportunities for litigation. 

As regards Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray’s amendment I can under- 
stand it, because lie is extraordinarily suspicious of the executive 

Mr, SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Of course, I am. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: At any rate he pretends 
to be. (Laughter.) I would, however, ask him to remember that 
this Bill has been brought forward at the request of the Council. It 
is not we that are seeking these powers: we like a life of peace. It is 
the Council which wants us to interfere in this matter ; and the whole 
object of the Bill is to enable us to get at those places where gambling, 
to which the Council takes the strongest objection, takes place. 

Sir, I am sorry to differ from Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu in regard 
to what he said about private dfvelling houses. I can quite easily 
imagine that a dwelling-house which is not used by the proprietor may 
be liired along with its grounds for the purpose of holding a carnival 
and that all the gaming implements may be placed inside the dwelling 
house. Do you think, Sir, that such a dwelling house should be 
exempted? That is one possible interpretation of this amendment. 
Now, if you want the executive to try and deal with gambling, the 
executive must have the power to deal with any locality or building 
in which gambling may take place. In this connection, I would ask 
you. Sir, to remember that the Act does not come into force until the 
Locall Government notifies a place as a place of public amusement. 
The notification has to be published first. Further, the power of 
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«usp^c|j^ the playing^ of certain games under clause 58 only comes 
into bej^ig after a place has been notified by the Local Government. 
Governiiaent have got no intention of notifying a temple or a street as 
a place of public amusejnent and there need be no apprehension that 
tanhirtan party will not be allowed to go along a street. I suggest 
that these amendments might be withdrawn. 

• 

The motions of Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray and Rai Sahib 
Akshoy Kumar Sen were then, by leave of the Council, withdrawn. 

The motion that clause 2 stand part of the Rill was put and 
agreed to. 


Clause 3. 

Rai Sahib AKSHOY KUMAR SEN: Sir, before I move my amend- 
ment, I submit that amendments Nos. 8 and 10, both of which stand in 
my name, may be taken up together. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 think it is better for you to wait until amend- 
ment No. 9 is disposed of. You may then move your amendments 
Nos. 8 and 10 together. 


Rai Sahib AKSHOY KUMAR SEN: Very well, Sir. 

Babu SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: 1 beg to move 
that in clau.se 8, in line 8, after the word “notification,” the following 
words be inserted, namely : — 

“which are used or are likely to be used for the purpose among others 
of gambling in any form directly or indirectly wdiether the same is 
prohibited under any existing law or not, or of playing of any games 
or class of games which, in the (fpinion of the Local (government, is 
against public interest." 

In moving this amendment I want sincerely to congratulate the 
Hon’ble Sir William Prentice for so promptly responding to the 
expressed wishes of the House regarding the subject matter of this 
Bill. W^hen I moved my resolution, which w^as carried in this House- 
last session, I did not expect as a matter of fact that he would bring 
forward a Bill to remedy the evil, w'hich w^as so earnestly and devoutly 
desired. This, I think, is an indication of the responsive mood of the 
Government,^ I would that the occasions for such congratulatidh w^ere 
more frequent. 
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Kow, Sir, as regards this amendment; I might tell the House at 
once that it is not born of any suspicion of Government. I do not — 
to quote the words of the Hon’ble Member in charge* of the Bill^ 
‘‘pretend’’ to suspect the executive always,# but I do suspect them 
when I find that there is occasion for suspicion. This amendment is 
not the result of any suspicion. By it I want to make it clear that 
the machinery of Governinent will move only under the circumstances 
which are contemplated by the very Bill itself. I would draw the 
attention of the Hon’ble Member in charge to clauses 5A and 10. 
These clauses speak of the conditions to be mentioned in the licence, 
the main being the prohibiting of gambling or of such games as are 
considered to be against public interest. This is certainly dhe object 
with which this Bill was drafted, and in the Preamble itself this is 
mentioned. Considered from this point of view, we note so far as this 
sub-clause 2(J) is concerned, the matter has been, to my mind, put 
very widely, “place of public amusement” which can be notified at 
once without any limitation are — enclosure, building, vessel, tent, booth, 
or other erection, whether permanent or temporary, where music, 
singing, dancing, or any diversion or game or the means of carrying 
on the same, etc. Is that not too wide!^ I want to make a little 
verbal alteration in my amendment, already tabled, rzc., I want to 
omit the words “is about to be or.” 

Sir, I admit that all these places must be included. I am not in 
agreement with Mr. Ray’s suggestion to exclude a dwelling-house, 
because we know that every place may have its good use and bad use. 
The question is when are they to be notified P It appears, also, Sir, 
from tile clause itself that Government cannot move unless a certain 
place, or building, or enclosure is being actually used for any objec- 
tionable purpose; that is to say unless and until actual mischief has 
started Government cannot come into the field. There is, therefore, an 
anomaly so far as this point is concerned ; it may be that some mischief 
has already been committed before the Government can step in. I 
want, however, by my amendment to remove this anomaly and also to 
limit the power of Government with regard to interference (sic,) to those 
cases where actual gambling is cartied on, and I want also to prevent 
the mischief in advance. It may be that there may be only a cover of 
innocence, the real purpose of the show, etc., not being at all innocent: 
we know full well how the Gambling Act is evaded in various ways. 

Sir, while issuing the notification regarding certain places, where, 
say, certain performances are being held which are quite innocent. 
Government may be misled by false reports from enemies of the 
performers. Sir, I think there is no harm in limiting the power of 
Government to cases where there is actual gambling or even when 
there ^s the likelihood of gambling or playing games. I want also to 
say that Government should not wait in proper cases till some mischief 
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move aa^aoon as there is the least bond fide apprehension that a place is 
being iWed for any illegal purpose. That would remove all apprehen- 
sions which may he in the minds of some people, regarding the use to 
which the wide powers may he put as Government will move at the 
instance of its subordinate officers. I want to exclude the possibility 
of any mistake being committed on the part of anybody and, therefore, 
I would limit the exercise of the power to those cases where tliere is 
actual gambling or playing of games of chance or there is apprehension 
that it is likely to he the object of a certain party who has opened a 
place of amusement. There can be no objection to accepting my 
amendment. It will disarm a good deal of suspicion. It cannot, of 
course, he denied that in certain cases, where the law is very good and 
terms unexceptionable, even in sucli (‘ases some abuse may result, 
because somebody has not been quite on his guard or as cautious ns he 
ought to be. If this .Mispicion can be removed, I think it would be 
better for the working of the Act, and I am proposing nothing which 
is beside the real object of the Bill, which is embodied in sections oA 
and 10, and which is to stop gambling and playing of games of chance. 
For these reasons, I commend my amendment both to tiie acceptance 
of the Hon’ble Member and to the acceptance of the House. That 
will also remove the objections which some member has, as indicated 
by some of the amendments tabled. It will not also interfere with 
the proper working of the Act; nor will it hamper the executive in the 
discharge of its duties promptly, which is really desirable in such 
cases. I do not want the Government action to be held up at all. My 
amendment, in fact, goes further than the original Bill as the provision 
thereof cannot be used till after the mi.schief has been done, but I 
would like them to take time by the forelock and stop the mischief 
before it starts. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I am sorry 1 cannot 
support this amendment. Of course it is not a qxnd prtt qutf, I 
wonder whether my hon’ble friend has appreciated the fact that the 
effect of accepting his aniendmeikt will he to reduce the Bill to 
absurdity. Under section 3, the Government notify a plat^e of public 
amusement, and he wants that no place should be notified as a place 
of public amusement unless it is used or is likely to be used as a 
gambling place. What does section 4 provide? It provides that 
Government after notifying a place to be a place of public amusement, 
that is to say, where gambling is or is likely to be carried on, grants a 
licence for it. I think that is redvctio ad ahsardum. 

Mr. SHANTI 8HEKHARESWAR RAY: I support the amend- 
ment moved Jiy Babu Satish Chandra Ray Chowdbury. My ffround 
is, aa I have already said, that Government ought to be very clear as 
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to what they really want. As it ie, we are leaving very vague and 
wide powers in the hands of (lovernment which (Government may find 
it very convenient, but which may prove to be against the public 
interest. Sir, public interest is a phrase whiah we are already familiar 
with. There are certain things which from the Government's point 
of view are not in the public interest, but which from the point of 
view of the public is in the public interest. So long as this continues, 
we ought to be very cautious in investing the Government with wide 
and extensive powers which may be misusedT My friend Mr. Satish 
Chandra Ray Chowdhury has tried to give a suggestion about limiting 
the scope of the measure, and I think Government ought to accept it; 
if it i.s not really their intention to acquire power with a view to do 
other things. (A voice; What are the other things*^) For instance, 
the other things which Government may do, are that it may get into 
the head of the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Political Department 
that the perfotiuance of a jatra, for instance, by Makunda Das is not 
in the public interest, and he may notify that in the public interest 
a scene of a jatra by Makunda Das may be a notified place of public 
amusement. Well, Sir, we know that even in the existing condition 
of things Government or district authorities have power to stop such 
performances, under certain sections of the Criminal Procedure Code. 
We do not want to give Government an additional handle to misuse 
their power. So, I think Government should accept this amendment. 
The Hon’ble Member has said that he has brought forward this measure 
in response to public feeling, and I can assure him tliat the public 
feeling is that these games should be stopped and not that Govern- 
ment should be entrusted with pow'er that they may misuse. 

Rai Bahadur J0GE8H CHANDRA SEN: I am afraid some of us 
are unnecesvsarily suspicious in this matter. Tliis is not an Ordinance 
Bill that we should suspect Government at every step. On the con- 
trary, we congratulate the Hon’blo Sir William Prentice in having 
brought forward this Bill so speedily. If I am permitted, I would 
suggest that we should take up all the sections together and pass them 
at once as this Bill is for our own, good. 

• 

Tha Hon’bie Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: As 1 said once before, 
I have not the vivid imagination of Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray, 
and 1 never thought of dealing with jatra parties under this Bill. 
Nobody has ever mentioned it before. The preamble expresses our 
purpose; it says that it is expedient to provide for the better control 
of certain places of public amusement and for the prevention of 
gambling in such places. It is quite correct to say that it is the main 
object of the Bill to deal with gambling, but in some of the reports 
that bame in from the District Magistrates, specially frop the District 
Magistrate of Howrah, we were told that even the ver>* wide powers 
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which had were not sufficient for the purpose. But this is a 
matter irhich I leave entirely to the House; this is their Bill and, if 
the House wonts to limit it in the way that Mr. ^tish Chandra Ray 
Chowdhury wants, we wRl accept their decision. We leave it entirely 
to the House as to what powers we are fo have. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: The Bftl has really been brought 
before the Council at the demand of the public, and it contemplates in 
a right earnest spirit to stop gambling in public places of amusement. 
The suspicion that has been given expression to by the mover is not 
the right suspicion. We need not apprehend in this mutter ut least 
that Gov^nment will misuse its power ; so the necessity of this amend- 
ment is not much felt. I, therefore, would suggest to the mover that 
he will kindly withdraw the amendment. 

Babu Satish Chandra Ray Chowdhury’s motion was then put and 
lost. 

Neiv clause J.l. 

Rai Sabib AK8H0Y KUMAR SEN: I beg to move that after 
clause '‘1 the following new clause be inserted, namely: — 

“3A. (I) For tlie purposes of section 3 of this Act Local Advisory 

Boards shall be formed with 15 members for the town of Calcutta and 
with 5 members for each viuf(issal district and that all such members 
shall be appointed by the liocul (lovernmeiit from amongst tlie local 
non-official members of the public; 

(2) the liOcnl .Vdvisory Boards shall exercise and perform such 
powers and duties as may l)e prescribed by the Local Government in 
this behalf.” 

And also that in clause 3, in line 1, after the words “Local Govern- 
ment may” the following be inserted, namely: — 

“in consultation with the Local Advisory Board constituted under 
section 3 A of this Act.” 

My point is this: In many yther Acts there are provisions for 
Local Advisory Bodies. As for example in the case of the Bengal 
Excise Act Advisory Body, to whom certain powers have lyeen 
given which were previously exercised by the Collector; and that the 
Excise Licensing Board was brought into being in this way. My 
point is that it will be useful to have an Advisory Body also in (connec- 
tion with this Bill; it will be a harmless body for Government may or 
may not accept the advice given by the Board, but I consider that 
stich a Board is necessary in this sense thaj the local people are 
cognizant of the facts and are in a peculiar position to judge whether 
a particular^ amusement will really cause any breach of the public 
peace or would be against the public interest. Their opinion may also 
e 
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be coneidered by GoTernment, but they may or may not accept it. My 
proposal is harmless, and I think the Hon’ble Member will kindly 
consider this motion for the formation of Local Advisofy Committees 
and accept it. 

Mauivi BY ED MAillD BAK8H: 1 be^ to oppose the amendment 
on no other ground thatf the bulky size of the Advisory Committees. 
If it is to consist of 5 members from each district, then it will have 
130 members in the 20 districts, which, together with the 15, make up 
145, which would be a larger body tlian this Legislative Council. I 
do not know whether members of this body will attend meetings of the 
Board of their own accord or whether they w’ould get any •travelling 
allowance. If that is so, I do not find any such provision in the Bill. 
If the mover wants the Committee to function properly, then an entire 
sub-clause should be added that funds may be provided by the Local 
Government to pay the travelling allowance bills of members. As 
there is no such thing, I do not think it will be workable and, there- 
fore, I oppose it. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, I do not know 
whether the Rai Sahib wants these Boards to meet like the Excise 
Licensing Boards. The idea of the Select Committee was that when- 
ever the necessity arose, the local officers sliould be able to take action. 
An Excise Advisory Board though it may hold two or three meetings 
for the purpose has only one purpose to serve, namely, to deal with 
licensing proposals once a year. If such a })rovi8ion is put in here, 
it means that action will be delayed, for the Local Government will 
have to refer every case back to a Board and get a meeting of it held 
before they can take action. 

Rai Sahib Akshoy Kumar Sen’s motions were then by leave of the 
Council withdrawn. 

Clatiscs 3 and 4. 

The motion that clauses 3 and 4 stand part of the Bill was put and 
agreed to. 

Clause 5. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I beg to move that 
in clause 5 (i), in line 5, after the word “fee,” the words “not exceed- 
ing rupees ten per annum'" be inserted. 

Sir, the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Bill has many timet 
repeated that his only intention in bringing forward this measure it to 
stop certain obiectionable places of amusement, and he has done thit 
entirely at the request of this Council. If that be so, I do not under- 
stand why he should try to raise some money by hxing a fee for 
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licences ia connection with bottd fide places of public amusement. I 
have still to hear his justification of this provision. Well, I would 
have objected to any fee.at all, but I realise that the Government or 
the officers of Government may have to perform certain duties iu 
connection with the working? of tliis measure and so, perhaps, they may 
want to |?et something for that. In that vie< I am willing to support 
a fee not exceeding rupees ten per annum. If it is the intention of 
Government to make something out of it, to let these public places of 
amusement flourish and to raise a certain amount of amusement tax, 
in that case the Government ought to make their position clear and not 
try to raisie tax in this fashion. I think that on the merits (Govern- 
ment should not in any case ask for a licence fea ext eeding rupees ten. 
It is provided in the Bill that every District Magistrate will have the 
authority to impose a licence fee, say on a travelling show whi(‘h goes 
froiii one place lo another, and if that travelling show is asked to pay 
for every district it visits, anything ab(»ve rupees ten will really be a 
high figure. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: My objections to this 
are two — one is that normally in legislation where a fee is to be levied, 
file amount of fee chargea))le is left to be fixed by rules fiamed under 
the Act and not put «in the Act itself, and therefore, it is undesirable 
to fix a fee in this Bill. In the second j)lace, I am again surprised at 
the arguments used by Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Kay; for I can assure 
him that Government do not think that they have discovered a new 
source of revenue: that is not the intention of the Bill. Government 
will consult District Magistrates, before the .scale of fees is settled, 
and at present I liave no i<lea what the proper fees should be. 1 have 
not examined the matter; but I think that it is quite possible that there 
may be a fee which will cover more than one di.strict. Or again the 
fee may vary to suit different conditions in different districts. In any 
case, we have not examined what the scales of fee should be, and I 
think it will be a mistake for this (’ouncil to decide that ten rupees 
should be the maximum fee which should be fixeil in any circumstances 
for a licence. • 

The motion was put and lost. 

The motion that clau.se 5 $»tand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 

Clause 5 A. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Sir, I beg to move that 
in clause 5A, in line 1, for the word “may,”* the word “shall” be 
substituted. . • 

Sir, my re&ons are more or less the same that I have been advancing 
in ^nnection with certain clauses already accepted by the Houife. It 
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ig this: that Government ought to be definite about what they want* 
At the same time, the public ought to know what games are in the 
opinion of Government against public interest. Of course, if thig 
word *'may’’ has the force of ^‘shall,” I am prepared to withdraw the 
amendment, but if it is the intention of Government not to notify, 
that is another thing. 

Tht HOfl’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I do not really think 
that Government has any intention of taking on the job of declaring 
for every notified place that certain games are against public interest. 
It is only a power that is being taken to get over in certain cases the 
difficulty there may bo in deciding whether a game is a game of skill 
or a game of cliance. This is a power which wdll only be used when it 
is found necessary, and I think it will be a mistake to use the word 
“shall’' in this clause. You must give some discretidn to the Local 
Government. 

The motion was then, by leave of the Council, withdrawn. 

The motion that clause oA stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 

(!lau.^c 6B. 

Rai Sahib AK8H0Y KUMAR SEN: I beg to move that clause 5B 
be omitted. 

Sir, I do not see any reason why this clause was at all inserted. 
Clause r>A gives the Government ample power to declare any game or 
class of games specified in the notification to be against public interest. 
Government may declare that gambling in any form is against public 
interest and where gambling takes place, that place jnay be notified 
to be a place of public amusement. So this section which empowers 
the Commissioner of Police in Calcutta or the District Magistrate else- 
where to suspend the playing of any game pending the opinion of 
Local Government will give those officers such wide powers as in ray 
humble opinion are not at all necessary. Government intends, as we 
can understand from the speeches of the Hon’ble Member in charge, 
to stop gambling which in the opinion of the public and, as he says, 
in his opinion too, is against public interest. That may be stopped 
altogether by the provisions of clause 5A. So my submission is that 
the Commissioner of Police in Calcutta and the District Magistrates 
elsewhere should not be empowered to suspend the playing of certain 
games. Gambling in any form may be declared illegal under clause 
5A, but any game not in the nature of gambling may not be against 
public interest. So I move that clause 5B be omitted. 

Mr. P. BANBRJI: Sir, I rise to support the motion moved by 
Bai S'hbib Akshoy Kumar Sen. This 1 consider to be a very reaaontjble 
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proposal io ^iew of the fact that the Local Government have been 
given power under clause 5A. The Hon’ble Member can by an order 
classify certain games a» coming within the purview of gambling. 
Our object, as has been stated, is to stop gambling in any form and 
the Rai Sahib has rightly pointed out that it will be an easy thing on 
the part of Government to put in the order thht gambling in any form 
should be stopped. Therefore, I find no reason why such pi)wer 
should be given to the District Magistrate or the Commissioner of 
Police. If we go into details, we shall find that neither the Commis- 
sioner of Police nor the District Magistrate will have any personal 
knowledge* whatsoever. They will naturally depend entirely on the 
reports of their subordinates. It has often been found, especially in 
the existing state of things in Calcutta when so many carnivals are 
carrying on their shows and when Government or the Police have some- 
powers under tfie present law to control them, that they 1 rested 
different cases in different ways. I may tell the Hon’ble Member who 
is nodding his head, that these carnivals that employ ex-Police officers 
such as Inspectors and other people are not Imrassed by other Police 
officers who do not go anywhere near these carnivals. The Ilon’ble 
Member may inquire into the matter. Many persons may be hauled uf)- 
in the Bankshall Street Court and fined. This provision will give a 
loophole to subordinate Police officers. In that view, I say that as 
this provi.sion was not in he original Hill, it should not find a place 
here. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, I rise to oppose this 
amendment. I must say at once that this clause put in by the Select 
Committee has removed a lacuna in the Bill as it was introduced. 
Unless there is this power of dealing with emergencies vested in the^ 
District Magistrate or the Commi.ssioiier of Police, the position will 
not be improved. My friend who preceded me said that the power will 
be delegated to subordinate officers. May I draw his attention to 
clause 9 which provides that that delegation cannot be made below 
the Deputy Commissioner of Police in Calcutta or a Subdivisional 
Magistrate elsewhere, and I take it that nothing can be advanced 
against the honesty of both these classes of officers, especially as the 
offence will not be of a political nature. So far as this provision is 
concerned, I submit that there are no limits to the ingenuities of the 
gamesters and the law-breakers who want to delude people into 
gambling, and unless a provision of this nature is introduced, there 
will be no power to deal with emergencies and in each case we will 
have to wait till the Local Government moves, and we all know that 
thefiocal Govempient does not move quickly except in jiolitical matters^ 
So I think thi# amendment ought to be opposed. 

4.Tlie Council was then adjourned for ten minutes.)* 
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(After adjournment.) 

Mr. W. L. ARMSTRONG: I cannot uiylerstand this amendment 
or at all the sentiments that have been expressed in this House. We 
have the Police much in view, but here the Police instead of closing 
a place down wu‘11, if it has any doubt, refer the matter to the Local 
Government and suspend that particular game w'ithout closing the 
place down. As Mr. Basu has pointed out, there are various w^ays of 
playing games, a new' game under a new' name, and making money by 
chance. That means the Commissioner oi Police will refer the matter 
to the Local Government and the Local Government must d^al with it 
fortliwith. In the Select Committee the matter w'as considered in the 
light of the view's expressed in this Council and Sir William Prentice 
left it to us to consider the view of the Council. It is a Government 
Bill, it is true, but it has been forced upon the Govertiment. If this 
Bill is to be so altered as many of the amendments w’ould have it, 
then I am afraid I must oppose the amendments. It is a very good 
Bill, and I think this uinendment, if accepted, will weaken the Bill. 

I think the Committee itself lias realised the past discussions in the 
Council. Tlie Bill, as it is, is absolutely perfect, and I hope it will 
be passed and the movers of the amendments will be good enough to 
withdraw and get on with the other Bill. 

Th» Hon»bla Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE; I would only point out 
that clause oB was inserted at the instigation of tlie non-official 
members of the Select Committee. It is entirely an addition made by 
the members of this Council, and 1 leave it to the Council to decide 
whether to accept it or not. 

Rai Sahib Akshoy Kumar Sen’s motion was then put and lost. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I beg to move that after 
clause bB, the follow'ing proviso be added, namely : — 

“Provided that no such order ^hall remain in force for more than 
two months after it is made.” » 

Sir, as section 5B is an emergency clause giving power to the 
District Magistrate to stop a game pending opinion of the Lbcal 
Government, 1 propose that two months’ time should be the limit, just 
as orders under section 144 are in force for two months only, t- 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 1 am prepared to ; 
this amendment, if tbe Council agree. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

The motion that clause 5B, as amended, stand part of the Bill, was 
then put and ag^^eed to. 
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Clause 6. 


Mr. P. BANERJI: i beg to move that in clause 6(i), in lines 9 
and 10, for the words ‘‘such period as may be specified in the order/* 
the words “a period of not less than 24 hours after the service of the 
order’* be substituted. * 

Sir, in moving my amendment I should like to point out to the 
Council that the words proposed to be substituted were in the original 
BUI. Subsequently, the wording of the clause was changed perhaps 
with the idea that 24 hours might be a short time and in order to 
give then! relief, the District Magistrate might specify any time more 
than 24 hours. My point is that these persons should be given certain 
time and “not less than 24 hours” does not mean that it prevents 
giving more tj^e than 24 hours. 

The Hofi’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I would like to explain 
that this is another change made by the non-official members of the 
Select Committee. Their view was that if this change was not made 
people could go on playing an objectionable game for an additional 
24 hours after the service of the order. The Select Committee decided 
to put in an indefinite time so that the order issued might suit the 
circumstances of eacfii case, as they might appear to the Commissioner 
of Police or the District Magistrate. I leave this amendment, too, to 
the House. 

The motion was put and lost. 


Miulvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: 1 beg to move that after clause 
6(/), the following be in.Merted, namely: — 

Any Police officer may enter any notified place of public 
amusement if he has reason to believe that any such place is being 
kept open in contravention of the conditions of a licence granted under 
this Act.” 

Sir, the amendment speaks foj itself. Unless Police officers are 
authorised to enter Sb place of public amusement, it would be very 
difficult to g-ive effect to this Act inasmuch as it will be difficult to get 
evidence as to whether the provisions of the Act are going to be 
violated in those places of amusement. 


lir. NARENORA KUMAR BA8U: I Hhall just ask the mover of 
the amendment whether or not the definition of Police officer ought to 
the same as in clause 6(i), that is to say, any Police officer 
ail^rised in writing in this behalf by the CoihmissioDer of Police or 
iK^bil^ci Magistrate as the case may be. Otherwise the clause, as 
it lias ihoved, is such a wide one that it will give power to any 
PgIioi|||kser to enter any house on that pretext, and with that indemnity ^ 
6 * 
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clause the power may be abused. In this matter I am sure the Council 
would be well-advised to add after the words *‘any Polige officer'* the 
words “who may be authorised in writing in, this behalf by the Com- 
missioner of Police or the District Magistrate as the case may be."- 
Otherwise, I shall have to oppose this amendment. 

• 

The Hoffl'’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I was prepared to accept 
the amendment in the form moved by Maiilvi Tamizuddin Khan, but 
I gather that Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu wants to insert in the amend- 
ment the following words from the last sentence of sub-clause (1) to 
clause (), viz . — , 

“authorised in writing in this behalf ]>y the Commissioner of Police 
or the District Magistrate, as the case may be.” 

But the sub-clauses deal with two different cases : Ki one case it is 
serving an order for closing, and in the other it is simply going to see 
what is going on. In the former case you send out a man with a 
specific! order to serve, while in the latter it is one of the ordinary 
duties of investigation. It seems absurd that a Police officer should 
have to go to the (Commissioner of Police or the Deputy Commissioner 
or the District Magistrate or the Subdivisional Officer, as the case may 
be, in order to get an order to go and see what is going on in the place. 
(A vok’k: What about private houses?) There again you are 
BUspi(!iouH, but how many private houses are we going to notify? On 
the whole, I support the amendment moved by Maulvi Tamizuddin 
Khan. Por supposing there is a viela at Turakeswar: it seems rather 
absurd that the Sub-Inspector who has to find out what is going on 
there should Iiuve to come to Serampore to get the order from the 
Subdivisional Officer and then journey back to Turakeswar to make his 
inquiry. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I oppose the amend- 
ment moved by Maxilvi Tamizuddin Khan. I have already expressed 
my objections to certain clauses of the Bill, but I find that this amend- 
ment is going to be the most objectionable one. To entrust power to 
any Police officer without authority to enter any individual plaod of 
public amusement would lead to certain forms of harassment with 
which we are all more or less familiar. Well, if Government or the 
local authorities receive any information of a certain objectionable 
game being played in any notified place of public amusement, they can 
immediately depute somebody to inquire into the matter. We are 
told that certain games are to be stopped; so naturally it could be 
anticipated that the phblic opinion of that place would be against the 
playing of those games and the people of the locality would natuijby 
report the existence of such games to the local authorities. It would 
^ then be time for dhe local authorities to authorise any Police o^ee^to 
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take the matter in hand. If anything u d<me against the law, the 
Police, I believe, has the power to inquire into it. I uiu not quite sure 
about it, but my impression is that (hey can interfere in certain 
circumstances. However, to make a provision like Oiat in the Bill 
would be going too far. 

.• 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Sir, I oppose this amendment and, in doing so, 
I must ask the Hon’ble Member if it is a fact that whenever any 
power was given to the Police under any Act. it was given to some 
Police otiicer of some rank. In this ca.se tlie mover suggests that any 
Police ottifer may enter a notified area It is somethiiif^ like givitjg 
the Police a blank che(|ne. The mover says “any INdice officer,” hut 
w’e kn(»u all Police ofiicers barring the high otlicials are hopelessly 
corrupt, and we have times without number brought it to the notice of 
the Hon’ble Me^iber, and the Ilon’ble Member, I think, is also moving 
in this direction to free them from corruption. But still I must say 
that corruption exists and exi.sts in a very vicious form. What will 
he the case if any Jhdice officer enters anywhere they like? It is a 
w’ell-known fact that in some cases they have looted dtuuestie property: 
that is what happens ordinarily in the country when the IN)lice is con- 
cerned. I tliink that some of us may he ignorant of the actual situation 
in the country, (Cries of “No, no.”) The fact remains that the 
Police here is not the same as tho^e in -Japan and England. So, we 
cannot give a blank clie(|ue to the Pcdice here. That being the case, 
I think such wide powers should not. he given to the Police, as it w'ill 
spell untold and unnecessary miseries (o a lot of poor people. Sir, with 
these words I oppose the amendment. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, may 1, with your 
permission, suggest a short-notice amendment, nz., “any ]*olice officer 
not below the rank of a Sul»-Inspector in charge of a thaiia”!-' If this 
is inserted, I think the purpose wfiich the mover has in view will he 
served. I do not think, Sir, that Maiilvi Tamiziiddin Khan will have 
any objection to amend his amendment in the way I have suggested. 
As a matter of fact, you cannot do without this power. It is not giving 
a blank cheque to the Police. When a IVilice officer visits a place, he 
does 80 to see whether there is any contravention of tlie law anu whether 
the place is a notified place of public amusement. With all these 
limitations, I do not think you are giving any very great powders to the 
Police. At the same time, I think that a limitation like the one J have 
suggested, viz,, ‘^not below the rank of a Sub-Inspector in charge of a 
thana,” should he inserted. (A voicic: Why Vi charge of a thana?) 

^ • 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Are you asking my permission to move this 
as a short-notice amendment? 
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Dr. NARE8H CHAMDRA SEN GUPTA: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I allow you to do scf. 

Blbu KISHORI MDHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir, I support the 
short-notice amendment moved by Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta, 
which, I hope, will be acceptable to the mover of the original amend- 
ment. I hope that the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Bill will also 
accept it, as, I think, it will limit the power of Police officers to some 
extent. 

The HOffl’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, the real trouble is 
an administrative one. You may have a thana witlj only one Sub- 
Inspector who is engaged in a dacoity or burglary case, when a carnival 
is going on. In that case, is he not to be allowed to ask his Assistant 
Sub-Inspector to visit the carnival and see if there is any gambling 
going on. If it will bring peace, I am prepared to accept Dr. Naresh 
Chandra Sen Gupta’s amendment in the following modified form, 
namely : — 

“not below the rank of an Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police.” 

I will accept the amendment, if the mover has no objection to 
insert the w'ords I have mentioned above. 

The motion that after clause 6(2), the following be inserted, 
namely : — 

“(J) Any Police officer not below’ the rank of an Assistant Sub- 
Inspector may enter any notified place of public amusement if he has 
reason to believe that such place is being kept open in contravention 
of the conditions of a licence granted under this Act” 

was then put and agreed to. 

The motion that clause 6, a.s amended, stand part of the Bill was 
then put and agreed to. 


Clause 7. 

The motion that clause 7 stand part of the Bill w^as put and agreed 

to. 

Clause S. 

t 

The motion that clause 8 stand part of the Bill was ^ut and agreed 

to. 
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Clause 9. 

Rai ialHblRKSHOY KUMAR SEN: Sir, I be^ to move that for 
the proviso to clause 9, t4ie following be substituted, namely: — 

“Provided that against any order passed under this Act by a Com- 
missioner of Police in Calcutta an appeal shall lie to the Chief Presi- 
dency^ Magistrate and against such order of a District Magistrate an 
appeal shall lie to the Court of Session : 

Provided also that any order passed by a Deputy Commissioner of 
Police or Subdivisional Magistrate may be revised or modified by the 
Commissioner of Police or the District Magistrate, as the case may 
be.’^ 

Sir, I think there should be some provision for appeals against the 
orders of the Gommissioner of Police to the Chief Presidency Magis- 
trate and against tlie orders pass(Ml under this Act by District Magis- 
trates to the Court of Sessions. There is a proviso under clause 9 to 
the effect that an order passed by a Deputy Commissioner of Police iir 
by a Subdivisional Magistrate may be revise<l or modified as the case 
may be. Some sort of provision like this should be made under which 
there will be a power of appeal against an order pas.sed by a District 
Magistrate or the Cotpmissioner of Police to the Court of Sessions or to 
the Chief Presidency Magistrate. With these words I beg to commend 
my motion for the acceptance of the House. 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, 1 am afraid that I 

cannot accept this amendment. It amounts t(» asking for a provision 
which will allow an appeal against an order passed by an executive 
officer to lie before a judicial officer whicli is entirely wrong. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

The motion that clause 9 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 


Clause 10. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Sir, I beg to move that in clause 10(^)(c)(v), 
in lines 4 to 6, the words “and for securing the decent and orderly 
behaviour of all persons visiting the same’^ be omitted. 

In the rule-making power the Select Committee have added the 
words ^*and for securing the decent and orderly behaviour of all persons 
visiting the same.” 1 think this is simply absurd, because it is 
impossible for the manager or keeper of any public place of amuse- 
ment as defined in this Bill, w., a cinema or a theatre, to be r^pon- 
sible for the behaviour of the persons who visit that place of amuse- 
ment. It passes one's comprehension how it is possible for the meager 
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or the keeper of a public place of amusement to be responsible for the 
behaviour of the people visiting such place. In that view of the matter 
I place the amendment for the consideration of the House. 


The Hon^ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, Mr. P. Banerji has 
failed to realise that this provision was in the original Bill. Only the 
wording of the original Bill has been slightly altered. In the original 
Bill it ran thus: — 

“Provision may be made by such conditions — 

« 

for securing the decent and orderly conduct of all persons 
visiting the notified place of public amusement: 

♦ * * • • 


The Select Committee have only modified it by adding something 
to meet a need wliich was poinied out by the District Magistrate of 
Howrah. I object to the amendment. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

The motion that clause 10 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 


CJanae 11. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI; Sir, I beg to move that 
clause 11 be omitted. 

Sir, 1 do think that the Civil Court or tlie Oiminul Court should 
have the power of interfering in matter like this. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I nless there is an indemnity 
clause, it is impossible to work the Bill. 


Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir, I think that 
criminal or civil prooteding may be taken in order to test whether any 
act (Jone by a Police officer is done in good faith or not. I think there 
should be no finality with the action done by the persoas who will be 
in cl\arge of controlling these places of amusement. In my opinicm 
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there diauld be some power of interference by the Civil or Criminal 
Court. With these words I commend my motion to the acceptance of 
the Houae. • 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, I re^rrct thai I must 
oppose this amendment. This is the ordinary indemnify clause. 
Further, under this Act you are ftivinj? power to the Police to close a 
place of public amusement under certain conditions. If the Police 
acting under this Act can be sued in the Civil Court for what they 
do, their position is hopeless. 

The iftotion was tlien put and lost. 

The motion that clause 11 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 


Preamble. 

The motion that the Preamble stand part of the Rill was put and 
agreed to. 

The Hon’ble Sir.WILLIAM PRENTICE: Sir, I beg to move that 
the Rill, as settled in Council, be pas.sed. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 


NON-OFFICIAL MEMBER’S BILL. 

The Bengal Embankment (Amenciment) Bill, 1933. 

The Hon’bie Alhadj Nawab Bahadur Sir ABDELKERIM 
CHUZNAVI, of Dilduar: Sir, I beg to present the Report of the 
Select Committee on the Bengal Embankment ( Ainondrnent ) Rill, 
1933. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, I beg to move that the 
Bill, as reported by the Select Committee, be taken into consideration. 


Clause 1. 


to. 


The motion that clause 1 stand part of the Bill was put an<f agreed 
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Clause 2, 

The motion that clause 2 stand part of the Bill was pht and agreed 
to. 

Preamble. 

The motion that the Preamble stand part of the Bill was put and 
agreed to. 

Mra NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs Sir, I beg to move that the 
Bill be passed. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

Adjournment. 

The Council was then adjourned lill 3 p.m., on Thursday, the Slst 
August, 1933, at the Council House, Calcutta. 
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Proceediiigi of the Bengal Legislative Council assembled under 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. 

a 

The Council met in the Couneil Chamber in the Council House^ 
IJalcutta, on Thursday, the 31st August, 1933, •at 3 p.m. 


Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon'hle Raja Sir Manxmtha Nath Ray 
Jhaudhuri, kt., of Santosh), in the Chair, the four Hon’Me Members 
)f the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers, and 109 nomi- 
lated and elected members. 

STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral aniwert were given) 

Collective fines. 

M17. Mr. ANANDA MOHAN PODDAR: ia) Will the Hon ble 

yfember in charge of the Political Department be pleased to state the 
lames of the districts in which collective fines have been imposed in 
'onnection with the revolutionary movement P 

(6) Will the Hon ’ble Member be pleased to lay on the table a state- 
nent showing the amount imposed and the amount realised in each 
listrict? 

(c) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state whether the 
'ealised amount will be spent in suppressing the terrorist activities or 
in any charitable purpose, or will they be refunded m Soon as the 
errorist movement is suppressed? 

MEMBER in chargo of POLITICAL DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
lir William Prentice) : (a) and (h) A statement is laid on the table. 

(c) The proceeds of these fines have been credited to general revenues 
ind Government have no intention of refunding them, or any part of 
them, to the persons from whom they have been collected. No pro- 
posals for the specific use of these receipts either in charitable or other 
ways have been submitted or considered save that under the provisions 
)f section 15 (S) of the Bengal Suppression of Terrorist Outrages Act, 
1932, certain sums out of the fine levied in Chittagong have been agard- 
id as compensi^ion to persons who suffered injury by the unlawful acts 
[}f the inhabitants of that area. 

♦ 
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Statement referred to in the rejdy to starred question No, 117 {a) and 
(6), showing particula/rs of cases of collective fines imposed in the 
districts of Bengal in connection with^ the revolutionary move- 
ment. 


Serial 

No. 

Difltrict. 

• 

Name of village. 

Section. 

[ 

Amount 

imposed. 

Amount 

realised. 





Rs. 

Rs. a. 

1 

Chittagong 

No. 71, Dhalghat, 
and No. 72, 
Uttar Samara. 

26(1) of the Emer* 
gency Powers 

1 Ordinance, 1932 
(Ordinance II of 
1932). 

6,000 

• 

4,880 8 

2 

Ditto 

Chittagong Muni- 
cipality, Pahar- 
taii Railway 

Colony, and the 
villages of 

Patya, Anwara, 
Kanungopara, 
Saroat^i, Sak- 
pura, Kattali 
and Gomdandi. 

27(1) of the 
Special Powers 
Ordinance, 1932 
(Ordinance X of 
1932). 

, 80,000 

71,000 0 
(approxi* 
mately). 

3 

Ditto 

Chuliapara in 

mauza No. 27, 
Bodagram, of 
police-station 
Boalkhali. 

15(1) of the 

Bengal Sup- 

pression of Ter- 
rorist Outrages 
Act, 1932 (Ben. 
Act XII of 

1932). 

300 

300 0 


HiJIi Jail. 

*118. Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE; (a) Is the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of tlie IVlitical (Jails) Department aware — 

(/) that tlie parcels, moiiey-oTders, books, ^and other articles sent 
by the relatives and friends of the prisoners are not accepted 
by the authorities of the Hijli Jail; 

(ii) that the contention of the Hijli Jail authorities is that they 
are governed by some special rules other than those govern- 
ing other jails? 

(h) If Ihe answer to (a) (n) is in the affirmative, will the Hon^ble 
Member be pleased to state the authority for such special rules? 

t 

(r) If there is no such authority, what are the reasonn for the action 
as stated in (a) (i)? 
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(d) Are the Government considering the desirability of informing 
the public as, well as the friends and relatives of the prisoners of the 
Hijli tMl of the existepee of such special rules to save them fnim 
unnecessary harassment and expenditure? 

MEMBER in charge of POLITICAL (JAIAS) DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon’ble Sir Provash Chunder Mitter); (a) (i) No. I am satisfied that 
the ordinary jail rules are being followed. 

(it) No. 

(6), (c^ and (d) Bo not arise. 


Education of the depressed classes. 

*119. Rai Sahib AK8H0Y KUMAR SEN: (a) Will like Ilon ble 
Minister in charge of the hhlucatioii Department be pleased to state 
whether there is any sclieme under consideration of the department for 
giving special educational facilities to the boys and girls belonging to 
the depressed class of Ilindus? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the negative, what are the reasons 
therefor? 

MINISTER in charge of EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon’bie Mr. Khwaja Nazimuddin) : (n) In addition to the special 
facilities already afforded, a scheme for providing special scludarships 
for educationally backward classes has been under the consideration of 
the department for some time. Moreover, two schemes for giving addi- 
tional grants for the education of Sonthals in the Burdwan Division and 
the district of Dinajpur have been ajiproved by Government and await 
the allotment of funds to carry them out. 

(h) Does not arise. 


Presidency College. 

Mauivi AZIZUR RAHMAN: Will the Hon’ble Minister in 
charge of the Education Department be pleased to state — 

(i) what reduction, if any, has l>een decided upon in the teaching 
and ministerial staff of the Presidency (idlege, Calcutta, in 
accordance with the recommendation.'^ of the Jlengal 
Entrenchment Committee, and what is the amount that will 
be saved by that step ; 
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(it) what is the number of ministerial officers in the office (proper) 
of the Principal, Presidency College, and how m^O^ 
them are Mussalmans both in the upper andf in lower 
ranks ; 

(ill) how many letters per week are dictated to the Stenographer of 
the Presidency* College, Calcutta, and whether it is proposed 
to retain the post of the Stenographer by giving him extra 
clerical work; 

(iv) if so, why the extra clerical work could not be carried on by 
the Steward instead ; 

(v) whether the post of the Steward of the Presidencjr College, 
Calcutta, is included in the ministerial cadre; 

(vi) whether it is at all considered necessary to retain the post of 

second clerk in view of the fact that no substitute was taken 
in his place during his long leave or deputation; 

(vii) for how long the second clerk was on leave or on deputation 

recently; and 

(viii) what is the total number of establishment and contingent 
menials in the Presidency College, Calcutta, and how many 
of them are non-Moslems in each rank? How many of 
them are going to be removed on tlie* recommendations of 
the Ketreiichment Committee, 1982, and how many Mussal- 
mana will be among them? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (i) In the teaclnng 
staff: — 2 B. E. S. Professorships and in the ministerial staff one 
post of Steward in the scale of Rs. 125 — 5 — 175 and a post of Roll clerk 
in the scale of Rs. 40 — 100 have been abolished as a result of the 
recommendations of the Retrenchment Committee. An average saving 
of Rs, 12,765 per annum in the teaching and of Rs. 2,670 per annum 
in the ministerial staff or a total of Rs. 15,485 per annum is expected. 

(ii) Eight — one of whom is a Moslem ; there is no distinction 
between the upper and lower ranks of ministerial officers in the 
Principal’s offi(‘e. 

(m) The Stenographer is the confidential clerk and amongst other 
duties deals with all confidential papers. About 20 letters per week 
are dictated to him in normal times, but he has ample confidential 
work and his time is fully occupied. It is proposed to retain the post. 

(iv) Because the Retrenchment Committee definitely recommended 
the abolition of the post of Steward, and there is no question of extra 
clerical wmrk being given to the Stenographer. 

(v) Jt WBB. 
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(^ It “ considered necessary to retain the post of second clerk; 
for tlW^ater part of the time to which the question refers the minis- 
terial sKi had not been ^reduced. With a full staff the Principal 
managed to make arrangements which are now impossible with the 
diminished staff. 

(vii) (a) On leave from 23rd February, 1932 to 5th August, 1932; 

(b) On deputation to act as Accountant successively from 6th 
August, 1932 to 26th September, 1932, 27th September, 1932 to 28th 
September, 1932, 29th September, 1932 to 3rd December, 1932, 4th 

December, 1932 to 17th February’, 1933; and 

• 

(c) On leave successively from 18th February, 193^1 to 26th March, 
1933, 26th March, 1933 to 23rd April, 1933; and from 24th April, 
1933, for three months. 

(vni) Beforl the retrenchment the total number of establishment 
menials was 51, of whom 42 were non-Moslems, and of contingent 
menials 31, of whom 28 were non-Moslems. Three posts of establish- 
ment menials were abolished, of which one was held by a Hindu, one 
by a Muhammadan and one was vacant, held temporarily by a Muham* 
madan, who reverted to his substantive post as a contingent menial. 

Of the contingent menials four posts have been abolished, all held 
by Hindus. 


Leaving certifloates from unreoognised eohools. 

M21. Mauivi MUHAMMAD H088AIN: (a) Will the Hon'ble 
Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to state 
whether leaving certificates from unrecognised schools are required at 
the time of getting oneself admitted to a recognised school? 

(b) If the answer to (a) is in the negative, is the Hon’ble Minisiei 
aware — 

(i) that this pute*unrecogni8ed*school8 to great disadvantage; and 

(ii) that the boys leave unrecognised schools whenever they like 
without clearing their dues? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) leaving ceitifi. 
cates are not required. 

(b) (t) It is probable. 

(it) It is possible. 

Mauivi MVHAMMAD H088AIN: Does the Hon’ble Minister know 
that this state of things exists? 
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Tha Hon'bla Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIM: It ia reaUy a matter 

for the University by whom recognition is given to schools. ^ 

Mauivi MUHAMMAD H088AIN: Whnt*steps do the Government 
intend to take in the matter? ^ 

• . 

The Hon’bie Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I do not think any^ 
action is required at the present time. V 

Mautvi ABDUL KARIM: Are not schools to be recognised by the 
Education Department too? 

The Hofl’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN; The University grants 
recognition to schools; the Education Department has nothing to do 
with it. A ~ 


Mitfortf Hospital, Dacca. 

*122. Rai Bahadur 8ATYENDRA KUMAR DA8; (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government (Medical) 
Dei)artment be jileased to state whether it is a fact that there is no“ 
separate and jiroper clinical eijuipment for the treatment of venereal 
patients at the Mitford Hospital, Dacca? 

(h) Is the Ilon’ble Minister aware that venereal disease is on the 
increase in Dacca? ^ 

(c) If the answer to (h) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
considering the desirability of equipping the Mitford Hospital with 
a clinic for the treatment of venereal patients? 

(d) Have the department tried to find out the root-cause of the 
spread of such disease in Dacca? 

(r) AVill the Hon’ble Minister he pleased to lay on the table a 
statement showing the number of venereal patients treated at the 
Mitford Hospital, Dacca, since 1929 up to July, 1933? 

MINI8TER in charge of LOCAL BELF-GOVERNMENT (MEDI- 
CAL) DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 8ir BiJoy Prasad 8mgh Roy): (a) 

Yea, 

(6) No: though there has been an increase in cases treated at the 
hospital. 

(c^ Does not arise. 

(d) No special investigation is necessary. The cause well-known. 

(e) ^A statement is laid on the table. 
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Statement teferred to in the reply to starred question .Vo. 122 (e) of 
vpnet^ disease treated at the Mitford Hospital, Dacca, from 1st 
January, 1929, to 3ht July, 1033. 






Other 


* 

Year. 

Gonorr- 

hoea. 

S\f)hilia. 

dineaao of 
venereal 

Total. 





origin. 


V* . 

im. 





Indoor 


9 

21 

“1 

1,295 

lilit-door 


696 

555 

8j 


mo. 





Indoor 


16 

26 

•• \ 

977 

Oot'door 

• • • 

496 

431 

8j 


1931. 





Indoor 


31 

27 

'1 

1,728 

QfttKloor 


945 

724 

•• J 


1932. 





Indoor 


15 

8 


1,704 

Out-door 

1933 up to July, 1933. 

917 

732 

28/ 


Indoor 


1 

5 


958 

Out-door 


502 

406 

4lJ 



BengEri (Rural) Primary Education Act. 

*123* Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: (a) Is the Hon’ble Minister in 
charge of the Education Department aware of the deplorably low^ jKjr- 
centage of literate people in the province of Bengal ? 

(b) Do the Government inten<J enforcing the Bengal (Rural) 
Primary Education Acti in the near future? 

(c) What is the reason for the unusual delay in the matter? 

{d) Do the Government intend introducing free primary education 
at least in some districts of the province in the near future, as exi)reHsed 
in course of speeches recently delivered by His Excellency the Governor, 
as well as by the Hon’ble Minister, while replying R) addresses given 
to them by the district boards, municipalities and other bodies? 

(e) If the answer to (d) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state whether any definite scheme has ^>een 
prepared by tfi^ Government to hasten the enforcement of the Primary 
Education Act in those districts P 
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(/) If so, will the Hon^ble Minister be pleased to^tete 
when the scheme is likely to be executed in those districts, 
districts the scheme would cover? , 

The Hon’Me Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) Yes. 

(6), (c) and (d) Owmg to the financial and economic condition of 
the province, Government are unable to bring the whole Act into force 
yet ; how soon they will be able to do so depends upon an improvement 
in those conditions. They do, however, propose io apply a modified 
scheme in certain districts which have agreed to participate in it, 
it is not possible to include free primary education in thaf schean^ » 

(e) and (/) Yes, the modified scheme will be inaugurated on Ist 
April, 1934, in the following districts: — 

Mymensingh, Pabna, Birbhum, Chittagong, Dinajpur and prob- 
ably Noakhali and Bogra. 

Mauivi ABDUL KARIM: Can we have an idea why the frle 
primary education scheme is not included in the modified scheme? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: 1 would refer tbe 
hon’ble member to my speech on the education 'grant during the last 
budget session. 

Matlivi ABDUL HAKIM: What is the percentage of illiterate 
people ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I ask for notice. . 

Meuivi ABDUL HAKIM: Can we have an idea about the mo(Bfi^ 
scheme ? 

Mr. PRESIDENT. That question was put and answered. 



Apprentiem in the Bengal Government Press, Alipore. 

M24. Rai Bahadur GOKUL CHAND BURAL: Will the Hon bla 

Member in charge of the Finance Department be pleased to state — 

(i) how many paid apprentices there are in the Bengal Govern- 
ment Press at present ; 

(«) the standard followed in appointing them; 

(Hi) the condition under which they are appointed;^ 

^tk’) the natq,re of work done by them; 
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4iVi6iLnt of expenditure entailed on account of them; and 

t '%V , ^ " 

) jtae income derived from their work up to date since 1920, year 
by year? 

' iiieiER in charge of FINANCE DEPARTMENT (the Hon'ble 
Mr. i. A. Woodhead): (i) 45. 

(it), (iii) and (it?) The member is referred to the “Rules for the 
appointment of apprentices in the Bengal Government Press, Alipore,” 
a copy of which has been placed on the Library table. 

(t;) The expenditure on apprentices in 1932-33 amounted to 

ffi. 16,05&.15. 

't, ’ 


(vi) It is impossible to calculate the income derived in any year 
from the work of apprentices. 


Tenders from Muhammadan contractors for the construction of Prayer 
Hall at Islamia College. 


M85. Babu PROFULLA KUMAR GUHA: (a) Is the Hon'ble 
itinister in charge of the Education Department aware that an 
a<|verti8ement over the signature of the Principal, Islamia College, 
appeared in the Statesman on 23rd July, 1933, in columns “Tenders 
invited” on page 6, inviting “tenders from Muhammadan contractors 
only for* the construction of a Prayer HalP'P 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon'ble 
"itinister be pleased to state whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to introduce racial distinction in regard to contracts for civil 
ft works? 


. The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAdA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) Yes, but the 
^^!^ord “only" did not appear in the advertisement. 

(6) The question does not arise, as the cost is being met entirely 
H from private subscriptions. 


V Meuivi ABDUL KARIM: Why has there been so much delay in 
constructing that mosque, while a gentleman has made a donation of 

Bs. 16,000. 


The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAM NAZIMUDDIN: I want notice. 

Khan Baluulor MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Considering that 
the building is a mosque, is there anything inappropriate in advertising 
for only Moslepi contractors? • 

Tho Ntii’Mc Mf. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I have only *stated 
^ wliai are the facts. 
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RsvaitiM of Pargana AilafulgliuH in the district of fiakarganj. 

M26. Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: Will the Hon’ble Member in 
chargre of the Revenue Department be pleased to lay on the table a 
statement showing — 

(i) the total amount *of annual revenue to be paid by the landlords 
for Pargana (Revenue Mahal) Ailafulghuri in the district of 
Bakarganj ; 

(f/) tlie total amount of annual rents to be realised by the land- 
lords from their tenants and tenure-holders (if any) in the 
said pargana ; 

(Hi) the total amount of annual road cess to be realised by the land- 
lords from their tenants and tenure-holders (if any) in the 
said pargana; and • 

(iv) the total amount of annual road cess to be paid by the land- 
lords for the said pargana? 

MEMBER in charge cf REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
Sir Prcvaeh Chtinder Mitter): (i) There is no pargana in the district 
of Bakarganj named Ailafulghuri. There is an estate named Aila 
Tearkhali and Fuljhuri. The annual revenue of the estate is Rs. 372-3-8. 

(n) Rs. 92,987-7-5 (according to the cess returns filed by the pro- 
prietors). 

(Hi) Rs. 21,683-14-9. 

(iv) Rs. 24,578-2. 

Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: In which year were these returns sub- 
mitted P 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: I want notice. 

Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: Could not the Hon’ble Member get the 
information from the settlement records? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: We tried every 
means and this was the means found most suitable, but the settlement 
records of that district are fairly old. 

Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: In which year were the settlement opera- 
tions of that district recorded? 

The Hon’bic Sir flROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: It must havo 
been^about 20 years ago when Sir Nicholas Beatson-Bell was the Settle- 
ment Officer. I do not remember the exact date, but it ws many years 
^ 0 . ^ 



QUESTIONS. 


99 


Daoca-Arieha Railway project. 

M27. Rar Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERdI; (a) Will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Public TVorks (Railways) Depart- 
ment be pleased to state — 

(t) the present position of the Dacca-Ari^ha Railway project; and 

(ii) the reasons for the suspension of works already undertaken? 

(6) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that the construction of the Rail- 
way though finally sanctioned is being delayed as a result of the 
agitation carried on by the I. 0. N. & Ry. Co., Ltd., and R. S. N. Co., 
Ltd.? • 

(c) Has any report been s\ibinitted by the ('ommittee appointed 
under the orders of the Government of Rengal, contained in their 1/ocal 
Self-Govemmeftt resolution No. 2127P.H., dated the 2f)th July, 

as amended by notification No. 29561*. H., dated the 2nd November, 
1929, to consider what measures will be necessary to safeguard the 
health and sanitation of the route of the proposed railway from Dacca 
to Aricha? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affinnative, will the Hon’hle Mem- 
ber be pleased to lay on the table a copy of the said report? 

MEMBER in charge of PUBLIC WORKS (RAILWAYS) DEPART- 
MENT (the Hon’ble Mr. J. A. Woodhead): (a) (i) and (ii) The 
project has been held up partly owing to financial stringency and partly 
because this Government have been engaged in considering the report 
of the Committee appointed in July, 1929, to consider (luestions of 
public health, waterways and headways in connection with this project. 

(h) No. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) A copy of the report is placed on the Library table. 

Rai Bahadur SATYENDRA KUMAR DAS: How long will Govern- 
ment take to consider the report of the Committee appointed in July, 
1929? 

The Hon’blc Mr. d. A. WOODHEAD: Not long, Sir. 

‘ M2S. Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: (a) Will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Public Works (Railways) Depart- 
ment be pleased to state whether it is a fact that in connection with the 
Dacca-Aricha ‘ Railway project, the Toint Steamer Companies h%ve 
raised strong^objections with regard to the headways of bridgSs and 
width of channels between piers? 
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^ (6)^ Does the Hon’ble Member realise that'to meet the said objections 

will so increase the cost of the scheme as to make it difficult for tbe 
Bai'lway Administration to give effect to it P • 

The Hofl’bie Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: (a) Objections of the nature 
referred to have been received from the eToint Steamer Companies. 

(b) This must necessarily depend on the extent to which these objec- 
tions might be allowed to prevail. As no decision has as yet been 
reached on these objections the increase of cost cannot be estimated. 

Con$tni4>ti0ffi of the Daoca-Arioha Railway. 

*129. Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: (a) Will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Public Woyks (Railways) 
Department be pleased to state — 

(/) whether the construction of the Dacca- Ariclia Railway has been 
postponed on the ground of financial stringency; or 
(n) on the ground of public health and sanitation? 

(6) If the delay is due to the examination of the public health 
question, will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state w^hen a final deci- 
sion is likely to be arrived at by Government? 

(c) Is it a fact that the question of public health and sanitation was 
thoroughly examined by the Government of I^rd Ronaldshay and dis- 
cussed in the Report submitted by the Railway Extension Committee 
appointed in 1917? 

(d) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to lay on the table a copy 
of the Report of the said Committee? 

Tha Hon’IllG Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: (a) (t) and (ii) Financial 
stringency is jiartly responsible for the postponement of a final decision : 
but much time has been occupied in considering the report of a com- 
mittee appointed to examine questimis of public health, waterways and 
headways under bridges in connection with the proposed alignment of 
this Railway. 

(6) It is expected that a decision will be ariived at shortly by this 
Government ; this decision will be communicated to the Government of 
India. 

(c) The committee in question was constituted in 1920 and submitted 
its report in 1921. Questions of public health and sanitation arising 
from it were considereS by the Governments of Ijord Ronaldshay and 
Lord Lytton. ^ 

(<f) A copy of the report is placed on the Library table. 
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Convict Ambika Choran Chakravarty. 

M30i Mfi R. MAITI: {a) Is the Hoii’ble Member in charge of the 
Political (Jails) Department aware — 

(i) that Ambika Charan Chaki-avarty, a life convict in the Chitta- 
gong Armoury raid case, at present lodged in the Midnapore 
Central Jail, is a T. B. patient; and 

(ii) that he has been kept confined in a cell in the said jailP 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, have the Government 
considered the question that constant confinement in a cell may lead to 
fatal consequences? 

(c) Are the tiovemnient considering the desirability of — 

(i) allowing him to have a walk in the open air for an hour or so 
in the morning and in the evening within the jail compound ; 
and 

(n) placing him in Division IIP 

The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: (a) (/) No. 

His health is good. 

(ii) Yes, during the nigdit, but he is free during the day like other 
Division II prisoners. 

(h) Does not arise. 

(c) (?) lie has always been allowed outdoor exercise for half an hour 
both in the morning and in the evening. 

(it) He is in Division II. 


Government services for the •schedule castes of Bengal. 

M31. Rai Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Appointment Department be pleased to state 
whether the Government are considering the desirability of taking 
steps to reserve some percentage of all Government services for the 
schedule castes of Bengal? 

(h) Is there any proposal before the Bengal^ Government to give 
effect to clauses 8 and 9 of the Poona Pact P 


MEMBER *iii charg. of APPOINTMENT DEPARTMENT (tiM 

Hoflllo Sir William Prwitioa): (a) and (h) No. Special proViaion 
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has been made for the recruitment of minority communities and back- 
ward classes to certain services and to some ministerial oappointments. 
The question of extending these provisions is not as yet under considera- 
tion. ' 


Soaies of pay of tervioes umler tho Government of Bengal. 

*132. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: (a) Will the Hon ble 

Member in charge of the Finance Department be pleased to state when 
the revised scales of pay of all the services under the control of the 
Government of Bengal will be published? 

(h) Is the Hon^ble Member aware that the stoppage of increment in 
the pay of all officers drawing more than Rs. 80 who hate been appoint- 
ed after the 2l8t July, 1931, over and above the 15 per cent, cut, has 
caused hardship and has given rise to a feeling of discontentment 
among the officers concerned? 

(c) What relief, if any, are the Government proposing to give these 
officers for delay in publishing the new scales of pay and giving effect 
to them? 

The Hon’ble Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: (a) Government are actively 
engaged in working out new scales, and hope to publish most, if not 
all, of them before tlie end of the year. 

(b) No, 

(c) Does not arise. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: What has made the Hon’ble 
Member Ihink tliat there is no discontent among tlieir officers. 

The Hon’ble Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: It is very difficult to reply 
to such a question, Sir. 


Disturbance at the detention oamp, 8uri. 

*133. Mr. 8YAMAPR08AD MOOKERJEE; (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Member in charge of the Political Department be pleased to 
state — 

(t) whether any disturbance took place at the detention camp at 
Suri on or about the 12th July last; 

(it) whether it is a fact that several of the detenus were sei^erely 
‘ beatea by the sepoys; 
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(ut) whether any representations have been received by the Govern- 
ment from some of the detenus about the occurrence ; and 

(tv) whether several of. the detenus who have been beaten are actual- 
ly or suspected to be sufferinjf from tuberculosis P 

(b) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased td lay on the table a state- 
ment of the occurrence including the nature of injuries by the detenus 
and action, if any, already taken by Government with regard to the 
matter? 

The Hon’hle Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: (a) (/) Yes. in Suri Jail. 

(it) No. Two received slight injuries. 

(Hi) Yes. ^ 

(iv) Both the detenus are tubercular subjects, whose healtli is 
fairly good. 

(b) A statement is laid on the table. 


Statement referred to in the reply to elanse (b) of starred (ptestion 

No. 133. 

The fracas arose over a disciplinary measure by the warder on duty 
in ward N<>. IX, who objected to one of the detenus of that ward speak- 
ing to an ordinary convict. This irritated the detenus, altercation and 
abuse followed, the alarm was sounded and other warders entered the 
ward. A scuffle ensued which was stopped by the Jailor and the 
Deputy Jailor who entered the ward immediately afterwards. The 
Superintendent of the Jail who was ordered to make a full iiuiuiry 
drew up proceedings against b warders and suspended them from the 
13th July pending the result of the iiujuiry. On perusing the evidence 
and the Superintendent’s report Government came to the conclusion 
that the detenus had suppressed som% essential facts (e.g., their version 
did not explain the tom uniform of the warder on duty) and that while 
two of the detenus had undoubtedly been assaulted in the scuffle which 
took place between them and the warder on duty, there was not suffi- 
cient evidence to show that the other warders had taken part in the 
assault. As far as the warder on duty was concerned there was evidence 
to show that he had lost his temper under provocation and had struck 
the detenus. The Inspector-General of Prisons had already passed 
orders punishing that w arder and transferring diira to another jail at 
his own expense and releasing the other warders from Suspensiyi but 
transferring ♦'hem elsewhere. Government saw no reason to interfere 
with or modifv this order. . 
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Of the three detenus in the ward two received slight injuries. In 
one case there was a slight swelling over the outer aspect of the left 
elbow joint, and two bruises over the outer aspect of the right arm, 
one below the other. the second case there was a bruise over the 
lateral aspect of chest and a small swelling over the outer side of the 
right elbow joint. 


BallygAiiJ Govemmant High School. 

M34. Mr. MUKUNDA SENARY MULLICK: (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to 
lay on the table, a statement showing the names, designations, educa- 
tional qualifications and University degrees, as well as honours degrees, 
of each of the existing teachers on the staff of the Ballyganj Govern- 
ment High School? 

(b) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state — 

(?) how many of the existing teachers of the said schm)! read and 
took up Physical Science and Mathematics in their respec- 
tive degree examinations; 

(/?) how many of the teachers are qualified and competent to teach 
Physical Science, Mathematics (Compulsory and Additional) 
in the top four classes of the school? 

(c) Is it a fact that there is none at present among the staff who 
can efficiently take up Mechanics classes of the school? 

(d) If the answer to (c) above be in the negative, which of the 
existing teachers can efficiently manage the subject and what qualify- 
ing degree or degrees do they each hold? 

(e) Is it a fact that since the transfer of Mr. Nagendra Nath 
Mazumdar, M.A., B.T., the late Head Master from the school, the 
Head Pandit has been taking up Mathematical classes, in the absence 
of teachers (jualified and competent to teach the subjects? 

(/) Is it not a fact that the Head Pandit is doing the Mathematical 
work of the school and the teaching of Sanskrit and Bengali has, there- 
fore, been seriously interrupted? 

(g) Is it not a fact that the chair of Mr. Masumdar as the premier 
teacher of Mathematics and Mechanics has not been filled up even after 
the appointment and posting of his successor? 

(h) ^ If the reply to (g) be in the negative, who is the teacher now 
filling up the Mathematical chair of Mr. Mazumdar and with what 
l^ualifying degree? 

* I 
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(i) Ifil it in the contemplation of the Department to equip the school 
with and increase the eflSiciency of its staff by immediate posting of on© 
or two M.Sc.^s'Mixed or Applied Mathematics or at least one or two 
B.A.’s or B.Sc.’s with Honours in Mathematics^ 

(j) Is it not a fact that there ai*e at present more Arts Graduate 
teachers on the staff of the Ballyganj Goverrfnent High School than 
necessary? 

(k) Is it a fact that some of the teachers have l)een on the stuff 
ever since the foundation of the scliool? If so, why so? 


Th« Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) A statement is 
laid on the table. 

(b) (i) One took Mathematics, Physics and Chemistry, one Mathe- 
matics and Botapy and two Mathematics and Sanskrit. 

(ii) Two teachers are qualified and competent to teach Physical 
Science and five teachers to teach Mathematics in the top four classes 
of the school. 

(c) No, it is not a fact. 

(d) Babu Gopeswar Mukherjee, whose qualifications are given in 
the statement. 

(e) No. The Head Pandit, who took Mathematics in his «]egiee 
examination, took a Mathematical class as a temp(jrary measure after 
the transfer of Mr. Nagendra Nath Mazumdar, but the present iff^ad 
Master, soon after joining the school, gave charge of the class to Balm 
Gopeswar Mukherjee. 

(/) No. 

(g) and (//) No. Babu Gopeswar Mukerjee, who is a B.Sc. with 
first class Honours in Mathematics, now teaches Mathematics and 
Mechanics in place of Mr. Mazumdar. 

(t) The question of appointing a teacher of Mathematics in place 
of one of the Arts Graduates is under consideration. 

(;) The member is referred to the*answer to (t). 

(k) Yes, because their work has been good and there has been no 

occasion for their transfer. 
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Cirii* High Sehooi in Nonkhili. 

*135. Baliu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHUma (a) U the 

Hon’ble Minister in cjaarge of the Education Department aware that 
there is no high English school for girls in the Noakhali town? 

(6) If the answer to^ (a) is in the affirmative, do the Government 
intend establishing a high English school for girls? 

(c) Is it a fact — 

(i) that the Chairman of the district board applied to the Direc- 

tor of Public Instruction for pennission to hold proposed 
class VII and class VIII for the girls in the morning in 
the buildings of the Middle English Girls’ School and for 
accommodation of the mistresses of those classes in the 
hostel of the mistresses of the Middle • English Girls’ 
School ; 

(ii) that the Director of Public Instruction rejected the prayer 

on the plea of Government circular being against the 
pioposal P 

(d) Are the Government considering the desirability of revising 
the Director of Public Instruction’s order? 

i 

(c) Is the Hou’blc Minister aware — 

(i) that it will not be judicious to spend any amount for new 

cfuistruclit.n there as the town is likely to tx> shifted soon; 
and 

(ii) that the Managing (^nnmittee of the propose<l schiwd includes 

high officials of the district? 

The Hon*bte Mf. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN; (a) Yes. 

(h) No. 

(c) (i) In 1932 the Chainuan of the district Imard submitted 
through the District Magistrate a scheme for turning the middle 
school into a high school. The scjieme did not contemplate the hold- 
ing of classes VIT and VIII in the mornings, or the accommodation 
of the mistresses of those classes. 

(li) The reference to “Government circular” is not understood: 
the scheme was not pi'oceeded with for two reasons, the first financial 
and the second bei ause it was and is considered inadvisable to embark 
on any building scheme at Noakhali. 

(d) Does not arise. 

(e) (i) Ye.>. 

(ii} There was nc Managing Committee of the pi-oposed school: 
the District Magistrate is the President of the existing Middle English 
8chool< Coinniittei*. ^ 
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AnwiRtiiiant of btokivanl olatOM in tho BakarganJ district. 

• 

M3So Babll AM>ULYADHAN RAY: (a) With referenco to the 
reply to starred question No. 159, dated the ^th August, 1932, will 
the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Judicinl/l)eixirtment be j^leused 
to state whether it is a fact — 

(t) that Babus Suresh Chandra Nath and Kshitish f^liandra Seal, 
belonging to the Jugi and Barber comm uni tit*s, laviiiec- 
tively, do not come under the classification of btckward 
classes for ministerial appointments, as adoi>te<l by the 
Government of Bengal; and 

(it) that the attention of the District Judge of Bakarganj was 
drawn to this fact after the deliveiT f)f the reply ^ 

(h) Are the Government consideiing the desira])ility of making up 
the requisite iiuml>er of aj^Kiintmenis from the Imckward classes as 
contemplated in the memorandum date<l the 28th Ajiril, 1931 P 

(c) Will the Hon’ble Member l)e pleased to .state how many 
appointments have l>een made after the apixdntment of the said Kshitish 
Chandra Seal up to thq present time? 

(d) How many of them are from the backwaird class candidates? 

(c) What are the names and castes of the backward class candi- 
dates arpoinl<xl? 

if) Is it a fact that a list of 12 candidates from the backward 
clasw*s v.'as prepared by the imevious District Judge? 

Is it a fact that in making recent appointments candidates 
other than backward class candidates have been appointed? 

(h) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state whether the 
incidents that happened regarding appointments of the backward 
classes were brought to the notice of the new District Judge? 

(t) Was it brought to the notice of the present District Judge that 
a list of 12 candidates of the backward classes was prepared his 
predecessor? 

(;) What steps, if any, do the Government intend taking for the 
repeated failure on the part of the Recruiting authorities of the civil 
courts of Bakarganj to follow the said memorandum of the Appoint- 
ment Deportment? • 

MBilBER iR of JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT (tilt Hon’bit 

Ur WnHMi Pmrtio*)* (a) (») Yea. 
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(ii) The District Judge was asked to report how Bahus Suresh 
Chandra Nath and Kshitish Chandra Seal came to be shown as mem- 
bers of the depressed class. • 

(b) The matter is fender consideration. 

(c) Five. \ 

(d) None. 

(e) This does not arise. 

(/) A list was prepared containing the names of 12 candidates 
including three persons from the “backward’^ classes. 

(g) Yes. 

(h) and (i) The District Judge had seen the list and interviewed 
one candidate from the backward classes, before he idade his appoint- 
ments. 

(j) The District Judge will again be addressed with regard to 
this matter, but so long as the Civil Courts Act is not amended, the 
final seletdion rests with the District Judge. 


Publioatioii of Mies in local neersiiapers. 

M37. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI; (a) Has the attention 
of the Hon^ble Member in charge of the Bevenue Depaitment been 
drawn to G. L. No. 7, dated 22nd March, 1932, issued over the signa- 
ture of the Registrar of the High Court of Judicature at Fort William 
in Bengal, Appellate Side, addressed to the District Judges, asking 
them to refer to section 163 (3) of the Bengal Tenancy Act, 1885, as 
amended by Bengal Act IV of 1928, and pointing out that the practice 
of ordering publication of sales in local newspajiers, if in existence, is 
not authorised by law? 

(b) Is the Hon'ble Member a^are that the proposal to stop publica- 
tion of the notice of rent sales in local newspapers has caused much 
uneasiness among the mortgagees, co-sharer landlords and persons 
interested in the sales? 

(o) Is it not a fact that for a nominal charge, generally eight annas, 
a short note regarding properties for sale used to be published in local 
newspapers ? 

(d) Will the Hov'fcle Member be pleased to state whether tlm 
question has been considered that, non-publication of sale notices in 
local newspapers will result in restricting the number ,pf Hddeiv and 
adversely affecting the price of the tenure or holding to be scddf 
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(e) Are the Goverament considering the desirability of giving pub- 
licity to sale notices by publishing them in local newspapers by intro- 
ducing a Bill \o amend section 163 (J) of the Bengal Tenancy Act, 
1885, so as to make it obligatoiy on all courts toipublish sale notices in 
local newspapers P / 

The Hofi’ble Sir PR0VA8H GHUNDER MITTER: (a) Yes. 

(5) No. 

(c) Under the Bengal Tenancy Act before amendment, read with 
the Civil Procedure Code, the Court had discretion to publish the pro- 
clamation in a local newspaper and could realise the costs of such pub- 
lication as costs of the sale. 

(fl) The question has been considered. 

(e) No. It is not considered that legislation is necessaiy nor Chat 
such publication should be obligatory. 

MUNI NORA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: With reference to (c), is it 
legal for the Courts to publish sale notices at the cost of the plaintiffs? 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: I do not allow that question. That is a matter 
for the Courts to decide. 


Detenu 8ital Prosad Chattarjao. 

•138. Dr. AMULYA RATAN CH08E: (a) Is the llon’ble 
Member in charge of the Political (Jails) Department aware - 

(t) that Sital Prosad Chatterjee was a prisoner in the Ilijli Jail 

(detention camp) and was released on the 18th January, 
1933, after serving full terra ; 

(u) that the warder escorting him out of the jail up to a certain 

distance, dragged him agjiin into the jail; 

(m) that he warf hahdeuffed by a warder and was sent up to the 
thana; and 

(iv) that he was detained in hajat for one month and was thereafter 
placed before the trying Magistrate who had let him off on 
21st February, 1933, as there was no case against himP 

(b) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Member be pleased to state — 

(f) the reafons for the action of the warder; 

(i£) what action, if any, has been taken against h^m; 



(iii) the reasons why the Superintendent of the said jail detained 

a man who was no longer a prisoner under ^him; and 

(iv) what action, if any, has been taken against the Superintendent? 

(c) Has not the H^’ble Member received frequent reports of ill- 
treatment of prisoners by warders? 

(d) Are the Government considering the desirability of taking 
immediate steps to institute inquiries with a view to put a stop to the 
ill-treatment of the civil disobedience prisoners by jail warders? 

The H4Mi*ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: (a) (i) to (iv) 
The facts are that Sital Prosad Chatterjee was released on expiry of 
his sentence on the date mentioned and escorted by a warder for a mile 
according to usual practice, to prevent his communicating with other 
prisoners. After a little while he was found to have come back to the 
aide of the jail and to be searching for something. On being chal- 
lenged by a warder on duty he went away and was later caught signal- 
ling to a prisoner. A search disclosed a paper packet for which he was 
presumably looking. On these facts he was arrested and prosecuted 
for an offence under section 42 of the Prisons Act but was acquitted 
by the trying Magistrate. , 

(b) (i) to (U)) Do not arise. 

(c) and ((f) No. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: How was it possible for him to 
have a paper packet soon after he came out of the jail ? 

Tha Hon’bla Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: The inference 

was that it was prearranged. 

Bibu 4ITEN0RALAL BANNERJEE: Was the prisoner dragged 
back into the prison by the warder who had been escorting him P 

Tha Hon’bla Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MlTTER: No. 

OankiNii kbtl. 

*ias. Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of^the Irrigation Department be pleased to state the 
present condition of ihe Dankuni khal? 

(/>) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that due to the condition of the 
Ichal there is a considerable fall in crops and deterioration of agricul- 
ture in the lands which depend on the khal? 
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(c) Arft the Government considering the desirability of taking imme- 
diate steps for the improvement of this khalP 

(</) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state why steps to 
improve the khal were not taken already? 1 

{e) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmativej/vhen is the work likely 
to be started? 

MEMBER in charge of IRRIGATION DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon’blo Alhadj Nawab Bahadur Sir Abdelkerim Ghuznavi, of Dilduar) : 

(a) The Daiikuni drainage channel is silted to a varying degree through- 
out its length. The silting is worst in the middle reach. 

(b) No blocking of drainage has yet occurred cm account of this silt- 
ing in the channel. There has, however, been damage to crops this 
year in an area 6f about 2 square miles in the Dankuni basin. This is 
mainly due to the heavy rainfall. The rainfall in June and July this 
year was 33 inches against 22*54 inches last year and 21*99 inches 
normally. 

(r) Yes. 

{(1) No improvement was found necessary in the interval since the 
last silt clearance of a portion of the channel which was comj)leted in 
1927-28 at a cost of Ks. 13,478. 

(c) It is proposed to take uj) the silt clearance of the middle reach 
next year. 

Statutory Provincial Board for Secondary Education. 

M40. Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Will the 
Hon'ble Minister in charge of the Education Dei)artraent be pleased to 
state — 

(i) when Sititutory Provincial Board for Secondary Education is 
likely to be established; * 

(it) the reasons for the delay in establishing the same; and 

(Hi) whether the term of the Board of Intermediate and Secondary 
Education, Dacca, will be further extended beyond the 
extension of eight months already granted by Government 
in their resolution No. 2060-Edn., dated the 19th July, 1933, 
published in the Calcutta Gazette (Part I) of the 3rd 
August, 1933 P 

ThO Honillo Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDINs (i) Such a Board is 
not likely to be established in the near future. 

8 • 
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(ii) The member is referred to my speech recorded o& pages 555-558 
of the Bengal Legislative Cotmcil Proceedings, Vol. XLI, No. 2. 

(Hi) Yes, in all probability. 

Mauivi ABDUL kIjIIM: If it is a fact that the Statutory Board 
is not going to be established in the near future, why is extension after 
extension being granted P 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: To accord with the 
corresponding financial year. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA; Will the Hon’ble Minister 
be pleased to consider the question of maintaining a Secondary Educa- 
tion Board at Dacca quite independently of the scheme of primary educa- 
tion? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN; Until we have an 
All-Bengal Board, it is absolutely necessary to maintain a Secondary 
Board at Dacca. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA; Could it not be arranged 
to have the work done by the Calcutta University by a slight amend- 
ment in the statute ? , 

(No answer was given.) 


UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(answm to which were laid on the table) 

Auditors of oo-operative sooieties. 

46. Mlemvi ABDUL HAKIM: (a) Will the Hon’ble Minister in 
charge of the Agriculture (Co-operative) Department be pleased to 
state whether Government conteipplate making the posts of auditoi’S 
cf the department jwnsionable? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the afiinnative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state whether the Government have taken any 
steps towards this end? 

(c) If so, when is this scheme likely to be given effect to? 

MINI8TER in obargo of AGRICULTURE (CO-OPERATIVE) 
DEPARTMENT (tbil Hon'blo Khan Bahadur Nawab K. G. M. 
Far^^i): (a), (h) and (r) No. It has been decided that auditors of co* 
Operative societies should subscribe to a special providfnt fund at the 
rate pf one anna in the rupee, Government contribution being limit^ to 
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75 per cent, of the subscriptions and the rate of interest on the deposits 
being the same as that allowed on the General Provident Fund deposits. 
It has not yet bben possible to implement this decision owing to hnanoial 
stringency. 

Fees paid to taneyers for oofiduoting 

47. Mir. A. K. FAZL-UL HUQ: Will the Hon'ble Meml>er in 
charge of the Political Department be pleased to lay on the table a 
statement showing for the period from April, 1931, to Dei ember, 1932— 

(i) the total cost incun-ed by Government in p«iymeni of fees to 

law^'ers in i>olitical oases; ivnd 

(ii) what is the total amount of fees paid in political cases alono 

to Rai Bahadur N. N. Banerji, Public Prosecut(»r, Alipore? 

The HoiPMe Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: (t) and (ii) A statement 
is laid on the table as regards the fees jiaid in cases tried by Special 
Tribunals and Special Magistrates to which it is presumed the question 
applies. 

Statement referred {o in the reply to unstarred question No, 47, 

showing the fees paid to lawyers for conducting political cases 

for the period from April, 1931, to December, 1932, 

Total cost incuned by Government in jxiyment of fet^s to lawyers 
in cases tried by Special Tribunals and Sjiecial Magistrates — 
Rs. G9, 166-9. 

Total amount of fees paid to Rai Bahatlur N. N. Banorji, Public 
Prosecutor, Alii>oie, in connection w'ith cases tried bj*^ Special 
Tribunals and Special Magistrates — Rs. 20,462-6. 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Was this Rs. 20,000 and odd paid to Rai Bahadur 
N. N. Banerji for appearing in cases in Alipore? 

• 

The Hoffl’ble Sir WH.LIAM PRENTICE: No. This sum was paid 
to Rai Bahadur N. N. Banerji for appearing in cases all over the 
province. 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Is it not a fact that Government retains the 
services of a Public Prosecutor in each district? 

Vm Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Government have a 
Public Prosecutor in each district. 

• 

Mr. P. N. €UHA: Why then was the Rai Bahadur sent from dis- 
trict to district in spite of that fact ? 
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Ths Hon’bli Sir WILLIAM PRINTICC: GorSrameni select th< 
most suitable Public Prosecutor in each case. 

Mr. P. N« GUHA : Does it necessarily follow that he is the best man. 

t 

(No answer was gi’^^n.) 

Tslkie HouMii CmanM and Thaatras. 

43. Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: WiU the Hon'ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Oovemment Department be 
pleased to lay on the table a statement showing — 

{%) the names and locations of Talkie Houses, Cinemas and 
Theatres in Calcutta built since 1924; 

(n) whether the statutory rules and regulations in respect of 
public health have in each case been complied with (to be 
shown in detail) ; 

(Hi) if there is any non-compliance or violation or relaxation of 
the rules — 

(a) the extent of the violations and how far these violations 
affect the public health; and 

(h) what steps, if any, the Government propose taking in the 
interest of public health, to rectify such violation and 
defects ? 

MINISTER in charge of LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT DEPART. 
MENT (the Hon’bie Sir BiJoy Prasad Singh Roy): (t) A statement is 
laid on the table. 

(ii) There are no statutory rules. There are bye-luws for proper 
ventilation, prevention of oveirrowding, etc. The Corporation reports 
that these houses are regularly inspected and steps are taken to see 
that requisitions of the Health Department are complied with. 

(Hi) Does not arise. 

Statement referred to in the reply to unstarred question No. 48. (f), 
showing names and locations of Theatres y Talkie Houses 
Cinemas built since 1924. 

Thbatkes. 

1. Cheap Theatre^ 157-A, Dhurrumtala Street. 

2. Natya Niketan? 2, Haja Raj Eissen Street 
Ranga Mahal, 85, Upper Chitpore Road. 

4. Rangmalial, 76/1, Comwallia Street. 
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Talkie Houses. 

1. Ohiiabi^^r, 10, Harrisou Boad. 

2. Ofcutra, 83, Cornwallis Street. 

3. aty Talkiee, 12/1, Wellesley Street, j 

4. Crown Cinema, 138/1, Cornwallis Street. 

6. Oanesh Talkie, 373/C, Upper Chitpore Roiid. 

6. Entally Talkie, 2/3 and 2/4, South Road, Entally. 

7. Madan Theatre and Variety, 136, Surendra Nath Banerjee Road. 

8. National Bioscope, 12/1, Waig^nge Street. 

9. New C'inema, 171, Dhurrumtala Stree4. 

10. New Empire, 1, Humayan Place. 

11. Pearl Cinema, 32-D, Dhuirumtala Street. 

12. Plaza, 19, Chowringhee Road. 

13. Regal, 4, Surendra Nath Banerjee Road. 

14. Rupabani, 76/3, Cornwallis , Street. 

Cinemas. 

• 

1. Chinese Theatre, 12/1, Ohittaninjan Avenue. 

2. Cinema House, 190, Ix)wer Circular Road. 

3. Jupiter Cinema, 13/1, Adaita Charan Mullick Lane. 

4. Lucky Cinema, 7, Gas Street. 

5. New Royal Cinema, 5-B, Maharani Samamoyee Road. 

6. Park Show House, 3/6, New Park Street. 

7. P. Son’s Cinema, 50, Paharpore Road. 

8. Show House, 182, Upper Circular Road. 

9. Show Palace, 2, Krishna I>iil Das Road, C\>ssipur. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Are not building rules and 
regulations statutory rules? 

^ The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Are they not applicable to 
talkie houses and places of public amusement? 

The Hoil’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Certainly. 

Rai Bahadlil' Or. HARIDHAN DUTT: How then doee the Hon’ble 
minister eay in answer that there are no statutory rulMp 
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The Hofi’bto Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: No statutory 

rules for talkie houses specially. , 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTY: Might I point out that these 
rules are applicable to^lkie houses so far as they are buildings? 

Tha Hofl’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, but in this 
matter we have to depend entirely on the Report of the Calcutta Corpora- 
tion. 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Have the Government 
been paid to put in the names in the statement ? 

The Hon’bte Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I do not follow 
the question. ‘ 

Mr. K. C. RAY CHOWDHURY: Is it not a fact that the Corpora- 
tion of Calcutta is the proper authority to deal with this matter? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: That is what I 
have been saying all this time. 


Prooeas-servers of Howrah and Alipore Sadar. 

49. Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Will the Hon’ble Member 
in charge of the Judicial Department be pleased to state — 

(/') how many miles per day on an average are travelled by a pro- 
cess-server at the Howrah Sadar and at the Alipore Sadar 
now ; 

(ii) how many processes per day on an average are served by a pro- 
cess-server of the Howfah Sadar and the Alipore Sadar at 
present; and 

(Hi) the number of miles and the number of processes each process- 
server is to show in his diary under the present rules of the 
Hon’ble High Court? 

The Hon’blo Str WILLIAM PRENTICE: (i) Howrah Sadai^U 
miles. Alipore Sada^ — 9*7 miles. 

(it) Howrah Sadar — 3 processes. Alipore Sadar — 1*4 processes. 

(Hi) There is no mileage limit. 500 is the minimthn number of 
original proces^ee required to be served by each process-server in a jrear. 
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Rtgistration oillee at Kutubdia in Chittagong, 

• 

50. Hail BADI AHMED CHOWDNURy: Will tbe Houble 
Minister in charge of the Education (Registration) Department be 
pleased to state — / 

(i) how many, bonds in which delivery of paddy is stipulated have 
been registered from April to the 15th July, 1933, in the 
Kutubdia Registration Office; 

(n) what was the maximum and minimum rate of price of paddy 
for hundred aris calculated in the said bonds; 

{Hi) what is the average price of a luaund of paddy in Chittagong 
calculated on the basis of 80 tolas equal to a seerP 

MINISTER *in charge of EDUCATION (REGISTRATION) 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Mr. Khwaja Nazimuddin) : (i) 52. 

(n) Rs. 20 and Rs. 8 respectively. 

(iii) Re. 1-8. 


Operation of the Bengal Suppression of Immoral Traffic Act, 1933. 

51. Mr. J. N. BASU: (a) Will the Hon’ble Member in charge of 
the Police Depaitment be pleased to state whether the Government are 
considering the question as to whether the Bengal Suppression of 
Immoral Traffic Act, 1933, should lie put in operation not only within 
the municipal limits of Calcutta, but also in the districts of the 24- 
Parganas, Midnapore and Burdwan? 

{h) Have the Government considered as to which societies should 
be entrusted with the custody of re.scued girls, and the performance of 
other functions required of such institutions under the provisions of 
the Bengal Suppression of Immoral^ Traffic Act, 1933? 

(c) Have the Govertinient considered the question of appointing 
visitors to carry out the work of inspection under the Bengal Suppres- 
sion of Immoral Traffic Act, 1933? 

MEMBER in duirgt of POLICE DEPARTMENT (thi Hon’blo Sir 
William Prwitioo): (a) Yes. 

(h) and (r) These matters are under consideration of Government. 

• 

Maulwi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Is the question of putting thg Act 
into operatioif in the districts of the 24-Parganns, Midnapore and 
Burdwan being considered? 
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TN Hm’blfl Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 

considered it so far. 

Mtuivi TAMIZUDQIN KHAN: WhyP 

The Hoii'bla Sir w)VlLIAM PRENTICE: 

in the Presidency and Burdwan Divisions. 

\ 

Political priaonors of Bengal in the Andamans. 

52. Mr. P. BANERJI. (a) Will Die Hon’ble Member in charge 
of' the Political (Jails) Department be pleased to state the present con- 
dition of the political prisoners sent away from Bengal to the 
Andamans? • 

(h) Is it a fact that the grievances for which the prisoners went on 
hunger-strike in May last have not yet been redressed? 

(c) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state what are those 
grievances? 

(d) Did those grievances arise out of non-compliance witli the rules 
of the Jail Code? 

(e) If the answer to (d) is in the negative, what are the reasons? 

(/) Is the Hon’ble Member aware of a strong public feeling that 

exists against sending the Bengalee prisoners to the Andamans and 
particularly owing to the death of two Bengalee prisoners there? 

{ff) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that owing to the deaths referred 
to above tlie public have become apprehensive of other prisoners’ lives 
in the Andamans? 

(A) What steps have been taken by the Government of Bengal to 
ensure proper protection of the lives of those prisoners in future? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVA8H CHUNDER MITTER: (a) I have no 
official information. * 

(h) to (c) I can give no information on these matters which are 
primarily the concern of the Government of India, but the member 
has, doubtless, seen the replies given by the Home Member to similar 
questions in the Assembly which were published in the newspapers a 
few days back. 

(/) and (g) I am aware that some feeling was worked up on thie 
question as a result of the death of two Bengalee prisoners in the 
Andamans. 

{fi) There has never been any question of the lives of these 
prisoners being in danger. 


[SIstsJlvq., 
No.^ We have not 

We proposed to start 
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Mr.#AIIENDRA KUMAR BASU: With reference to (f) and (g), 
who wall li that worked up the feeling on the question of the two Bengali 
prisoners’ deatTi in the Andamans? 


The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: 1 would refer 
the hon’ble member to my answer, and I have nothing further to add. 
My hon’ble friend know’s as much as anybody else about it. I have no 
special knowledge. 


Mfi RARER DR A KUMAR BASU: Has the Iloirble Member any 
general knowledge as to the feeling being worked up by anyone? 


The Hon’bie Sir PROVASH CHURDER MITTER: 1 have already 
answered that question. 

• 

Mra RARER DR A KUMAR BASU: Is it not a fact tliat the death 
of these tw’o prisoners in tlie Andamans evoked a considerable sense of 
discomfort and roused a considerable feeling amongst the Bengalis in 
Bengal and that no w^orking uj) was necessary? 


The Han’ble Sir PROVASH CHURDER MITTER: That is a 
matter of opinion. Barn prepared to has that amongst a certain section, 
it might have that result. 


Mr. SHARTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Is it the intention of 
Government to send another batch of political prisoners to the Anda- 
mans on the drd of September, in spite of this feeling in the country? 

Th« Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHURDER MITTER: 1 want notice. 


Mr. SYAMAPROSAD MOOKERJEE: Has the death of these two 
prisoners evoked any feeling in the mind of the Hon’ble Member? 

Mr. PRESIDERT: I do not alUrw’ that question. 

Mr. SHARTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: In view' of this feeling, 
are the Government considering the question of bringing back the 
prisoners to Bengal? 


The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHURDER MITTER: I have m^thing 
further to add. I have already on several occasions mentioned the posi- 
tion of the Government of Bengal in this matte;;. 

Bibtl JITERDRALAL BAMRER4EE8 With reference to (a), has 

the Hon’ble Member any unofficial information to giv^? 



m QUESTIONS. [ 31 st Atro., 

TIm Hofl’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER HITTER: 1 am not pre- 
pared to ^ve any unofficial information. 

Babu JITENDRALAL BANNERilEE: Then, what is the meaning 
of “official information.^^' 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER HITTER: Because that 
is a fact. I have no information which can be characterised as 
unofficial. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: With reference to {h), 
how has the Hoii’ble Member got the information that their healths and 
lives are not in danger? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER HITTER: >From informa- 
tion received from the Andamans authorities. 

Hr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Is it for the Government 
of Bengal or for the Government of India to decide whether these 
prisoners are to be brought back to Bengal? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER HITTER: I have already 
answered that question many times. I have nothing further to add. 

Cees from the Khas Hahal and Court of Wards estates of Bengal. 

53. Babu SUK LAL NAG: {a) Will the Hon'ble Member in 
charge of the lievenue Department be pleased to state — 

(i) what amount of cess was due up to 30th June, 1933, from the 
Khas Mahal and Court of Wards estates of Bengal; and 

{ii) the reason why the cess was not paid? 

(b) Will the Hon'ble Member be pleased to state whether any 
interest will be paid for the arrearl? If not, why not? 

(c) Is it a fact that the district boards receive from the Government 
the actual amount of cess realised from the tenants of the Khas Mahal 
nnd Court of Wards estates? 

(d) Is it also a fact that the private landlords are made to pay tho 
whole amount due irrespective of what the tenants pay them? 

(e) If the answers to (c) and (d) are in the affirmative, what are th« 
reasons for the differential treatment? 

(/)• Are the Government contemplating extending to private land- 
lords the same privileges and benefits as are enjoyed 4)y the Khas 
Mahahand Courts of Wards estates under the Government? 
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Tht Hon’ble Sir PROVA8H CHUNDER MITTER: (a) (i) Nothing 
was due by Government from the Khas Mahals. The arrears of cess 
due from Cour^ of Wards estates on 14th April, 1933, were Rs. 6,37,009. 
Figures up to 30th June, 1933, are not available. 

(m) Owing to bad collections. 

(6) Interest will be paid by the Wards estates if it is not remitted, 

(c) At present district hoards will not receive from Government 
more than the amount actually realised from tenants in Khas Mahals, 
but the Wards estates are liable to pay cess irrespective of the amount 
actually collected from tenants. 

{d) They are liable to pay, but many of them have not paid the full 
amount due. 

(c) Government, who have made over the public works cess and 
contribute separately to the finances of the district b»)ards, are under 
section 7 of the (!!ess A('t not lK>und to pay to the district boards even 
in the case of road cess any amount greater than is paid to the Collector 
by persons liable to pay the same. 

Wards estates and other private estates are liable to pay the tens 
due from them irrespective of collections, but the Collector is not bound 
to pay to the district board more than he receives from them. 

(/) In view of the answer to (cj, Government do not consider that 
the question of extending benefits and privileges arises. Further, 
under the law Khas Mahals and Court of Wards estates are not on 
the same footing. 


Bengal Patni Taluks Regulation (Amendment) Act, 1933. 

54. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI; (a) Is the Hon’ble 
Member in cliarge of the Revenue Department aware — 

(i) that the Bengal Fatni Taluks Regulation (Ann ndraent) Act, 

1933 (Bengal Act IV o4 1933), received the assent of the 
Governor-General on the 2nd May last but was not published 
earlier than the 18th May; and 

(ii) tliat the 15th May was one of the dates for such sale through- 

out Bengal? 

(b) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, what are the reasons 
lor not publishing the Act before the 15th May? 

(c) Is the.Hon^ble Member aware that the jbiblication on the 18th 
May has been taken by some Collectors or revenue authorities to* mean 
^t it was u8t intended to apply to sales under the Regulation which 
took place on the 15th May last? 
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, , (4) Are the GoTernment oonsidering the desirability of taking the 

^opinion of the Advocate-General of Bengal or any other competeiA 
authority as to whether the added section 14A of the Regulation will 
apply to sales held onHhe 16th May which had not become final by 
reason of the entire purchase monej* not having been deposited before 
the 18th May? 

(e) If the opinion referred to in (c) be against such applicability, 
are the Government considering the desirability of introducing legisla- 
tion applying the Act to all sales which had not become final on the 
18th MayP 

The Hon*ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: (a) (i) It 

received the assent of the Governor-General on 2nd May. 

(ii) Yes. 

c 

(h) There was no avoidable delay in the publication of the Act as 
the Governor-General’s assent, though signified on the 2nd May, was 
not received by this Government before the 8th May, 1933. 

(c) Government are not aware what view has been taken by the 
Collectors or other revenue authorities. 

(d) No. 

(e) No. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Is the Hon’ble Member pre- 
pared to make inquiries from the Collectors with a view to give relief, 
if possible? 

The Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: There is no 
question of relief. It is a matter for the law courts. 


LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 
GOVERNMENT BILLS. 

The Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I beg to present 
the Report of the Select Committee on the Calcutta Municipal (Amend- 
ment) Bill, 1933. , c 

I also beg to move that the said Bill, as reported by the Select Co,# 
mittee, be taken into consideration. > 

In. moving this motion I do not propose to go into the details of ihe 
changes recommended by tJie Select Committee in the prtfvisions of the 
Bill. J shall onl^^ mention some of the most important changes t^t 
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have Waa recomended by them. The first change is that the disiluali- 
fpation with reference to Corporation appointments should be permanent 
with regard td persons convicted of offences against the State. With 
regard to other offences, it should be limited to 6 years after the release 
of the person ; that is, after 5 years he will cease to be disqualified. Both 
with regard to appointments as well as with regard to the provisions 
about surcharge, the retrospective clause has been deleted, and Govern- 
ment have accepted that; so that this provision will not apply from dlst 
March, 1933, the date of the introduction of the Bill in thi.s House, as 
was originally provided in the Bill, but from the date of the passing of 
this Bill by the House. 

The next change is that power has been given to tlie Local Govern- 
ment to exempt any class of employees of the Corporation with reference 
to any class of offences. This is necessary to exempt the menial and the 
labour staff of the Corporation, many of whom might he convi(‘ted of 
offences of a non-political character. 

The bar about Corporation’s grant to primary schools for the train- 
ing of boys and girls has been extended to all classes of institutions to 
which it might make grants; and this has been done with a view to 
preventing the evasion of the provision in this Bill, so that the appoint- 
ment of persons who are disqualified from being appointed to Corpora- 
tion service may not 'be encouraged by making grants to those institu- 
tions. These are the principal change.M, and 1 will not touch any of the 
minor changes recommended by the Select Committee. 

I do not propose to answer in detail the criticisms that have been 
levelled against the statement made by me in moving the reference of 
the Bill to the Select Committee, because I think it is quite unnecessary 
to do so. In spite of all attempts made to cloud the issue, it is clear that 
the Corporation have employed either as teachers or as officers in other 
departments under them, persona who should never Imve been employed 
by a body created by statute. The Corporation on their own admission 
have given leave to teachers w'ho w'ere convicted of civil disobedience 
and other anti-Government activities. That is a position, I repeat, in 
which Government can never acquiesce and that is what has led the 
Government to introdifce these clauses about appointment in the Bill. 
The difficulties of defining this disqualification are obvious, and naturally 
the clauses in the Bill cover a wider range than is actually necessary for 
•'the purpose. But it is never the intention of the Government that 
persons convicted of offences of a character other than political should 
^Ver suffer any disqualification. I stated in my speech in moving the 
jpllerence of the Bill to the Select Committee that it is far from Govern- 
ment’s intention to be vindictive. The whole measure is merely preven- 
tive, and in keeping with this spirit Government agreed to delete the 
retrospective provisions of the Bill so that persons who are suffering 
from the disqualifications mentioned in the Bill, if ^hey are already 
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appointed to Corporation services, will continue to be there if they are 
not affain convicted. So also with re#?ard to the audit sections in the 
Bill. 

There has been considerable controversy over some of the facts men- 
tioned by me, but I venture to reassert that all the facts I stated are 
correct, that sections 14 and 97 of the Act have been evaded and that the 
audit reports have been ignored, that works have been taken up without 
execution of contract by contractors; these are matters of record. So 
also the Corporation has lost its revenue because of non-realisation of 
rates or non-realisation of the motor vehicles tax. They appear in the 
audit reports year after year, and they are undoubtedly beyond any con- 
troversy. 

Sir, attempts have been made to quibble facts, but however des- 
perately they were made, they cannot exonerate the Corporation of the 
charges made against them, because they have not been answered and 
because they are unanswerable, nor did they reflect any credit upon the 
people who made such attempts. It has been said that the affairs of 
the Corporation will become impossible if this Bill is passed, because 
auditors would raise objection at every step and would surcharge coun- 
cillors and aldermen at the instance of the Local Government, because 
the Local Government would like to prosecute these councillors and 
aldermen on account of their political views or would like to turn down 
a particular scheme because they could not approve of it on political 
grounds. 

Sir, the auditors under the Municipal Act are no other than the 
Accountant-General of Bengal, and the Examiner of Local Accounts, 
and persons who make such allegations and insinuations do so in 
complete oblivion of the position (M’cupied by these responsible officers. 
Moreover, tlie Local Government have no control over the Examiner of 
Ijocal Accounts, or over the A(‘countant-General, Bengal. They are 
officers under the Government of India. 

Then, Sir, it has been seriously alleged that this Bill, if passed into 
law, would take away the civi<? rights conferred on the citizens of 
Calcutta by the Act of 1923. Sir, I think that those who have read 
this Bill are quite aware by this time that this Bill does not propose any 
such thing at all. The Bill only proposes that persons who have been 
qonvicted of offences against the State should not be appointed to service 
under the Corporation without the .sanction of the Local Government, 
or unless the disability is removed, on their own application or by 
Government on their own motion. Then there is the provision aboH 
surcharge. If the Corporation loses money because of the laches of its 
officers or because some councillors or aldermen in power for the time 
being lightly sanction certain schemes, the Corporation should have the 
right tio get itself reimbursed. 
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Mr. Bt C> CHATTERilEE: What about the dredgers of the Irriga- 
tion Department? Should not Government be surcharged first of ell? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH IlOY: That is an old 
story, if I may remind Mr. Chatlerjee. 

Mr. Bf C. CHATTERJEE: But then that is an abiding grievance 
with us. 

The Hofl’bla Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: This Bill, therefore, 
provides that the right should be given to the Corporation to check the 
vagaries of councillors and aldermen in power for the time being — 
vagaries, yes. This power is not taken by the Local Government, but 
it is given to the Corporation to apply it through an outside agency, 
namely, the Accountant-General, Bengal, and the Examiner of Local 
Accounts, over whom, I may repeat again, the TiOcal (Government have 
absolutely no control. 

It may be that for the time being an atmosphere of suspicion haa 
been brought about between the Government and the Corporation. But 
if so, it has been brought about by persons whose interest it is to exploit 
the resources of the t’alcutta Corporation for their own political ends. 
Sir, Government are anxious to clear this atmosphere and (ioveniment 
will help to clear this atmosphere as soon as possible. 

Government gave ample opportunity to the Corporation to mend 
matters by writing three letters to them about a year ago. If they had 
tried to mend matters, it w^ould not Imve been necessary for the Govern- 
ment to bring this Bill before the House, which they have done with the 
greatest reluctance. I am confident, Sir, that when the present contro- 
versy is over, everyone will be in a position to review’ the question in 
its proper perspective and everyone w’ill admit that this measure has 
been brought forward not a day too early, and tliat Government are 
perfectly justified in placing this measure before (he Legislature. 

• 

Mr. PRESIDENT: There are three amendments for recommitting 
the Bill to the Select Committee. I shall take them at this stage and 
then we shall have one discussion on all the motions. 

Mr. P. BANERdI: I beg to move by way of amendment that the* 
Bill be recommitted. 

In doing so, I submit that this is a case where a party is going ta 
be executed ej$ parU. This ex parte decision has been given because, 
as the Minister in his speech in the beginning said,*, the Corporation. 
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would not reply to his letters. But at the same time in his speech the 
Hon’ble Minister admitted that when the Corporation wrote to the 
Government they said that they were prepared to prove that the allega- 
tions or rather the charges made against the Corporation were un- 
warranted and unnecessary. This made the Hon^ble Minister indignant 
and, therefore, he rejected the idea of a conference with the Corporation. 
iN^ow, Sir, the charges that were made against the Corporation in connec- 
tion with this Bill were refuted point by point by the members of the 
Corporation and the Corporation’s replies were before the public through 
the medium of newspapers. The Hon’ble Minister also said in answer 
to a pertinent question put by Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu in the course 
of his speech that Government had certain information regarding the 
employment by the Corporation of convicted persons, but afterwards 
it came to our knowledge that those persons were not at all convicted 
of offences mentioned by the Hon’ble Minister. In th^^ way if we now 
scrutinise all that has been said by the Hon’ble Minister, every one of 
the charges made by him could be refuted, if only the Hon’ble Minister 
will give an opportunity to the Corporation. But that opportunity has 
not been given. Only a letter was written from the Select Committee 
asking the Corporation to give explanation on certain points. The 
Corimration’s attitude was that there was no necessity for such a Bill 
and the Corporation could prove that. From all tljis, and even from the 
speech of the Hon’ble Minister to-day, the only inference that we can 
draw is that the Hon’ble Minister perhaps has not brought this Bill of 
his own motion : otherwise, what is there to prevent a popular Minister 
from consulting a popular body. I find absolutely no reason. The 
Hon’ble Minister lias studied the situation, and he has placed before 
the House things from one standpoint, while 1 beg to submit the case 
from altogether a different standpoint. It is needless for me to refute 
the charges made by the Minister point by point, but I will only refer 
to two things. One of the charges he had practically avoided. He has 
said that there have been criticisms regarding the working of the 
Corporation and one of those criticisms was with regard to contracts. 
In this connection I would refer to a book which has been supplied to 
us to-day, namely, “Liberty and Licence: Study of the Calcutta Munici- 
pal Bill.” This is, perhaps, a publication of the Government. In this 
publication we find that certain irregularities have been found in respect 
of certain contracts. One of them relates to the execution of the agree- 
ment of Messrs. Bando and Co. In this connection, I wish to submit 
that this was a contract which was originally given to an English firm 
and the contract was for 14 lakhs of rupees for laying out pipes in 
Calcutta — those big pipes which have been recently laid out in the 
different streets of Calcutta. But subsequently that firm refused to 
execute the order and wanted more money. Then fresh tenders were 
called and two firms, namely, Bando and Co., and anotheP Anglo-Indian 
firm— ^Bereck and Comens — were given this contract. Sir, you would 
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be fiorpftied that this work has now been completed at a cost of Rs. 7 
lakhs^ of which work worth five lakhs was executed by Messrs. Bando 
and Co., and work worth two lakhs by the other firm. In this connec- 
tion, Sir, it has been said that the Corj>oration * or rather the Chief 
Executive Officer paid without authority Rs. I,22»fi72. Sir, the fact is 
that this contract was accepted by the Corporation, us stated in this 
report, on the 2Gth September, 1930. Now, this was sent to Government 
for sanction. It was sanctioned by Government on the 20th January, 
1931. Thus you will see what a long time was taken by Government 
t® sanction to this scheme. Then this again came before the 

Corporation and the drafting and everything was ready ami approved by 
an eminent firm in England and all these were sent to Government. 
Government took about six months t{» approve of this and to send it 
back. The Corporation wrote letter after letter, and Government on 
the 25th May sent it to the Corporation and in three days' time Messrs. 
Bando and Co. executed the contract. But according to the Moore 
scheme it is a well-known fact that any contract when sanctioned by 
Government can be immediately executed and work begun on it, and 
the rule is that the contractor can take money in advance after inspection 
by the Executive Engineer and this general rule has been drafted by a 
big firm of solicitors in England and those rules were all approved by 
Government, and you will be surprised this firm of consulting engineers, 

I mean Messrs. Moore and Bateman, were paid three lakhs of rupees for 
the scheme of laying out 20,000 feet of pipes in Calcutta, while seven 
lakhs were spent after taking tender for the second time. All this was 
due neither to the fault of the (jontractors nor of the Corporation. So 
from the result you will find that out of the original contract of fourteen 
lakhs the present administration of the Corporation saved seven lakhs 
and now the Hon’ble Minister finds fault with the Corporation for spend- 
ing Rs. 1,24,000 which, in fact, Government sanctioned. The Corporation 
has done notliing wrong, but perhaps it is being condemned because the 
contracts were not given to European firms which used to make a lot of 
money out of these contracts previously. I challenge the Ilon’ble 
Minister to .show that there has been jv’aste of money. Tliis is in regard 
to one contract only; iLyou go into the details of other contracts, you 
will find that nowadays Indians are supplying materials to the Corpora- 
tion at much cheaper rates. The contracts which at one time went to 
the foreign firms are now being executed by the Indians at a very cheap 
rate. That is so far as contracts and contractors are concerned. 

Now, Sir, the next thing I wish to refer to is the electrical scheme. 
As regards this scheme, the Hon'ble Minister in reply to a question put 
by my friend Mr. Syamnprosad Mookerjee said \hat Government had 
no data and that was the excuse put forward by him after two years. 
Now, if we g(f into the details, we find that that scheme was approved 

the Corporation and sent to Government in 1930, and although lettm* 
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after letter and reminders were sent by the Corporation, Government 
would not do anything in the matter. Although every possible detail 
was given about the scheme in the Corporation’s letter which contained 
182 pages, still after two years Government say that sufficient data have 
not been given. The Hon’ble Minister at the same time admitted in 
his reply to the question referred to, that the Electrical Adviser to 
Government was consulted unofficially. May I inquire how is it that 
the Electrical Adviser who is a paid officer of Government was consulted 
by the Hon’ble Minister unofficially. I do not see any point in his con- 
sulting a Government official unofficially. It was before him for a long 
time ; he consulted the Electrical Adviser and also some officials of the 
Corporation and could not find anj'^ flaw in it, because it was drawn up 
by a competent Engineer. But the point is not that : the point is that 
if the scheme is passed and given effect to, it will hard hit the monopolist 
company — 1 mean the Calcutta Electric Supply Corpofation. 

Now, Sir, what is the main scheme of Dr. B. N. Dey ? The Corpora- 
tion will not have to spend a farthing on it now. The sum of Rs. 22 
lakhs that is to be spent on it will be met by the contractors who would 
accept payment by instalments spread over 5 years. At the same time, 
the Corporation is paying to the Calcutta Electrjc Supply Corporation 
Rs. 12J lakhs annually, and this will be reduced every year until it is 
entirely stopped. Sir, it is gratifying to note that this wonderful 
Engineer has worked a miracle in Tallah and Palmer Bridge. The 
Electric Supply Corporation will by this scheme be deprived of Rs. 2 
lakhs which they used to get for these places and the Corporation has 
thus been able to save Rs. 2 lakhs, and if the new scheme is sanctioned, 
they will be able to save a further sum of Rs. 12} lakhs. The income 
of the Corporation is Rs. 3 crores, while the income of the Electric 
Supply Corporation is over Rs. 3 crores. The cost of generating electri- 
city is -14 anna per unit, while the company charges Government 1*8 
annas per unit and we poor people have to pay 4 annas 6 pies per unit. 
From this you will realise that the Government is enjoying undue 
preference under the Electricity Act and huge profit the Company is 
making. Now if this Rs. 12} lakhs goes away from the 
Calcutta Electric Supply Corporation, the company of liord 
Mestou will suffer, and so this must not be allowed. And 
if the people find that the rate of the Corporation is much 
cheaper than that of the monopolist company, what will be the position? 
The position will be that everyone will try to minimise their consump- 
tion and make a propaganda against the Electric Supply Corporation. 
Therefore, Sir, my vibw it that if the Corporation to-day does not press 
for it and if Mr. Dey is dismissed or dies suddenly of cholera, I think 
this Bill will immediately be a dead letter. That is the root of the whole 
trouble. 
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BMm ^ITENORALAL BANNERJEEs On a point of order, Sir. 
Might we hear at a long last something about the recommittal of the 

Bill. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Sir I Lave no intention of replying to the remark 
of ray friend Babu Jitendralal Bannerjee. I could only say that when- 
ever he spoke on any motion, we heard him with rapt attention, because 
he is an orator. We have heard him indulge in all sorts of talks. If 
he will have a little patience, I w’ill tell him at once what I mean by 
recommittal. I was just submitting to you, Sir, that these are the vital 
points. The present members of the Corporation are not like the old 
members. They are there for the benefit of the people and to work 
faithfully and they do not seek any favour. Ooverniiient do not like 
them and want to oust them from there. AVith that object in view, the 
Hon’ble Minister has 1 think availed himself of this opportunity to crush 
them. If they Vould have been here, the Minister would not have the 
CQjirage to bring forward this Bill. When he was in the Coq)oration, 
he made a compromise with tlie Congress Party and supported them. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I never supported 
them. 

Mr. P. BANERill. It appeared in the paper that he made a com- 
promise with them, but subsequently unfoitunately he did not keep it. 
Now I have explained my view. I think tlie poor Minister should have 
given these peojile an opportunity to say their say, and should not have 
done things at the dictation of somebody else. It is not yet too late to 
remedy the matter. If the Corporation cannot refute the (charges, it 
will then be time for the Hon’ble Minister to do as he likes. With these 
words I commend my motion to the acceptance of the House. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: I beg to move by way of 
amendment that the Bill be recommitted with respect to clauses 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11, and 12. 

Sir, to my mind there is a more important problem facing this Legis- 
lative Council than this fight — I domot know whether it is a mock fight 
or a bull fight — betwedb the Corporation of Calcutta and the Government 
of Bengal. The important problem of great constitutional importance 
is tbis: When we referred the Bill to the Select Committee, we were 
under the impression that the Select Committee would examine the 
question thoroughly, get all possible evidence before them, examine 
all points of view and send us their recommendations. Well, Sir, the 
Select Committee asked the Corporation of Calcutta to send some repre- 
sentatives to, explain their point of view. The. Corporation in their 
wisdom refused to send a representative. I cannot help regretting this 
act of great discourtesy towards the Bengal Legislative Council on the 
part of the Corporation of Calcutta. Now, what is the position]' The 
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Corporation of Calcutta in this matter have flouted this august body. 
What are we going to do ? Are we going to swallow the insult and do 
our worst and pass this legislation? I think it would be a great 
mistake. What I would suggest is that this Bill be recommitted to the 
Select Committee, and the Select Committee should stand on their rights 
and ask the authorities of the Corporation of Calcutta to send representa- 
tives. The Bengal Legislative Council and the Select Committee 
appointed by the Council have a right under the constitution, or to be 
more correct under the Bengal Witnesses^ Act to summon witnesses and 
if anybody refuses to appear, he will have to face the consequences. 
The constitutional procedure ought to be that instead of putting up with 
this insult we should stand on our rights, and ask the Corporation to 
send representatives. (A voice: Not ask but beg.) It is not a question 
of begging, but of command. The Select Committee adopted a very 
unorthodox procedure; that is the mistake. With the permission of His 
Excellency the Governor the Secretary should have sent*8ummons and if 
the Corporation refused thej*^ could have been hauled up and punished. 
That is my one argument for sending back the Bill to the vSelect Com- 
mittee. As you will note, I have suggested that clauses 7 — 12 should 
receive special attention of the Select Committee in case of recommittal. 
This part of tlie Bill is the only part wortliy of serious consideration. 
Everybody wants that the system of audit sliould he proper and effective. 
Even some of the present members of the Corporation share tliat view. 
I read in a pamphlet circulated under the authority of the Calcutta 
Corporation that a suggestion was i)ut forth by Mr. Santosli Kumar 
Basu, Mayor of Calcutta, that a system of pre-audit would be helpful, 
and then there is another important member of the Corporation, I refer 
to Mr. Naliniranjan Sarkar who also made certain suggestions in the 
matter. My whole point is this, that the proposal of securing an effec- 
tive system of audit should be examined thoroughly and in a construc- 
tive spirit in a calm atmosphere and not in a spirit of prejudice. I think 
the Hon’ble Minister was very ill-advised in bringing these two pro- 
posals together, because in view of the political pitch that this measure 
has acquired, it is very difficult to consider this part of the Bill on its 
own merits. In conclusion, I beg fco submit that within the very short 
period that the Bill has been l)efore the Select Committee, it has not 
been possible for the Select Committee to give adequate consideration 
to the matter, and I think it would be to the interest of all parties to 
recommit the Bill to the Select Committee for further consideration and 
for further examination of the subject, and I believe if all parties 
approached tlie matter in the right spirit something good would result. 
1 would ask the Hon*ble Minister to consider this aspect of the question 
seriously and not pres^ for the consideration of the Bill at this stage. 
As regards the other part of the Bill, I hope if the Hon’ble Minister 
persists in his motion, I shall have an opportunity of espreesiag my 
views. 
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Mr. C* C. MILLER: Mr. President, Sir, the object of the amend- 
ments on which my two friends have so ably spoken, when they were 
not speaking about something entirely different, might be tersely 
summed up in three words — anything for delay. Already one Com- 
mittee has laboured on this Bill for man}' hours, and it is now suggested 
that it should be recommitted with the obvious desire to delay its 
passage and to weaken its provisions. It is entirely unnecessary for me 
to recapitulate the reasons which led to the introduction of the Bill. 
Let it suffice to say that they were reasons of pressing necessity, and 
we congratulate the Government upon realising the necessity and facing 
its responsibility. We particularly congratulate the Hon’ble Minister 
on the firm tone of his speech which he has delivered this afternoon. 
Even now we are not entirely sure that the Bill is adequate in all direc- 
tions, but we ar^ not pressing any amendments, because we believe that 
the Bill in its present form will be acceptable to the majority of this 
House, and in expediting its passage to the statute book Government 
will have all the support that this group can give them. On the other 
hand, we shall resist to the utmost of our power any amendments which 
are brought forward with the f»bject of weakening the Bill or of delaying 
its passage. Let it be understood that we are not .supporting this Bill 
from hostility or bitteyness towards the Corporation. Hatred is an evil 
god, and has already brought nothing but ruin, bloodshed, and suffer- 
ing to this province. Our support of the Bill is basetl on one of the most 
elementary principles of civilization, viz., that no individual and no 
organization shall be at liberty to take to himself or itself power in 
defiance of the law of the land; and, Sir, let me remind the members of 
this House that in Bengal the law of the land emanates from this House. 


Mauivi ABDU8 8AMAD: Sir, I wholeheartedly support the motion 
for recommitment. The Hon’ble Minister has been saying in season and 
out of season that this Bill has not been introduced in a vindictive spirit. 
Now, Sir, it is an insult to the intelligence of the members of this House 
to be told so, because whether it was^introduced in a vindictive spirit or 
not will appear from the provisions of this Bill and the circumstances 
attending the introduction of this Bill in this Council. We cannot 
accept as gospel truth what the Hon’ble Minister says. What do we 
find, and under what circumstances it was introduced? It was intro- 
duced on the Ist of April last, i.e., immediately after the last general 
election of the Corporation was over. And why ? The real intention of 
the Bill is to tell the rate-payers of Calcutta, who sent their representa- 
tives to the Corporation, in an indirect way, tha> they have committed 
a great wrong, inasmuch as they returned representatives who did not 
enjoy the confidence of the Government. That is the real intention of 
the Bill. And this shows that this Bill has been intrqfluced in a dspirit 
of e&ndictiveness. Otherwise, how can we explain the fact that though 
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according to the Government point of view the alleged malpractices and 
maladministration have been going on in the Corporatioik for the last 10 
years — during the last^six years of which the Hon’ble Minister himself 
was a Councillor and he continued as such up till 1930, when he was 
appointed a Minister of Government — no step was taken to remedy these 
evils. As an important councillor in the Corporation, he must have 
known of the malpractices which obtained during this time. Why did 
he not do anything then if he was cognizant of these allegations? If 
these things were of such a grave nature as required to be corrected by 
a Bill of this nature, why did he not take earlier steps in this direction? 
Instead of that, he waited till the Slat of March, 1933, when he thought 
thnt, as expected by Government after the civil disobedience movement 
was supposed to be crushed, this time the rate-payers would return all 
su(di councillors as would enjoy the confidence of Government. What 
he expected did not happen. Therefore, this Bill has been introduced 
really with that end in view. And in spite of what the Hon’ble Minister 
may say that this Bill does not (contemplate any encroachment upon the 
autonomy of the (hyrporation, I submit that this Bill strikes at the very 
root of the responsible and autonomous character of the Corporation, 
because, according to the Hon’ble Minister, the rate-payers of Calcutta 
are a set of ignorant people who do not know how to select proper repre- 
sentatives. That he has said in clear and unambiguous terms. If the 
rate-payers are ignorant and not fit to be entrusted with the right of 
exercising their franchise, it would have been far better if a Bill were 
introduced consisting of one clause only, viz., that the rate-payers of 
Calcutta should in future elect representatives who enjoy the confidence 
of Government and none else and that if they do not do so, their 
“elections” would not have the approval of Government. 

Now, Sir, what is the harm in recommitting this Bill? Certainly 
the heavens would not fall by a few months’ delay. The Corporation is 
not committing any public nuisam'c, which requires to be prevented by 
an ad interiTn order. Whatever indiscretions they might have committed 
— assuming for the moment that they have committed some indiscre- 
tions — there is nothing to show that after the warning given to them in 
June or July last year, they have gone against the wishes of the Local 
Government. So, I think* that the Corporation ought to be given an 
opportunity to mend their ways and to show that the present Corporation 
is (luite a different body from the previous one as regards their attitude 
towards the question under discussion. 

Now, Sir, it is like visiting the sins of the sire on the son. The pre- 
sent Corporation is a new body and is not a representative of the previous 
one and as such is not liable to be punished for the alleged sins of the 
previous Corporations. The Hon’ble Minister should hgve waited and 
seen }iow the present Corporation behaved. Moreover, the recommittal 
of the Bill would have this advantage, I'lz., the members of the 
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Committee would be in a position to go through , the two hundred and 
odd amendments which have been tabled by the various members and to 
judge whether any further amendments are necessary or not. 

• 

With these few words, I support the motion for recommitment of 
the Bill. 

(At this stage the Council adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir. 1 must say that I 
have a considerable amount of sympathy with the proj)osal for re(‘om- 
mitting the Bill, hut on somewhat different grounds. In introducing 
the Bill, the Hoft’hle Minister stated that it was introduced md to do the 
CoJigress party any harm, not to stifle the Corporation or to i)ut obstacles 
in the way of many of its beneficent activities, not to safeguard the 
interests of another rori)oration which wen‘ menaced by some of the acts 
of the Corporation, hut solely to safeguard the interests of the rate- 
payers — and those interests had been very seriously jeopardised by — 

fifthly the emphiyment of political offenders in schools and else- 
where ; 

secondlify the unauthorised expenditure of «11 sorts by the Corpora- 
tion in the past w’hich had caused a terril)Ie loss to the rate- 
payers; and 

third! If, the criminal negligence of the Corporation in the realisa- 
tion of the rates and taxes. 


Sir, the Bill was going to safeguard the interests of the rate-payers 
in those matters, firstly, by making a clean sweep of all political 
offenders in the Corpor|ition ; secondly, by effectively surcharging every- 
body responsible for every pice spent by the Corporation — 1 mean to say 
since 1930, i.e., since the Hon’ble Minister Veased to be a councillor of 
the Corporation. Well, Sir, that was the noble enthusiasm shown by 
the Hon’ble Minister for safeguarding the interests of the rate-payers 
in the future and also for getting the wrong done to them in the past 
redressed. When the Bill goes to the Select Committee, we find much 
of the noble enthusiasm of the Hon’ble Minister hatl evaporated. The 
great body of political offenders serving in the Cftrporation who are said 
to be doing a lot of mischief to the rate-payers are allowed to go on in 
their career *of mischief without any interference bv this Bill, 
the huge sums of money lost — the Hon'ye Minister was 
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not in a position to tell ns the extent of the loss with re- 
gard to any one of the items which must have been 
terrible — are to remain unrecovered, but this is ^o be a law 
for the future, to safeguard the interests of the rate-payers in the years 
to come. Well, Sir, one may be pardoned for inferring from this that 
all the lofty entliusiasm of the Hon’ble Minister for the interests of the 
rate-payers was more or less moonshine. (Hear! heart). The Hon’ble 
Minister went about the business in pursuance of a policy of Govern- 
ment, and so long as that policy is safeguarded, he does not care a 
tuppence whether all the injury said to be suffered by the rate-payers is 
remedied or not. That is an inference which is legitimate, but it may 
be right or it may be wrong. But if we have got thus far and if Govern- 
ment’s enthusiasm has cooled down to this point, it is also equally legi- 
timate to infer that if we get a litle more time then the enthusiasm of 
the Hon’ble Minister will cool down still further, if iiwleed it does not 
come down to the freezing point, so that Government may not at all 
proceed with this unwanted and unnecessary Bill in the form in which 
we have now got it. But I must at once say that I do not contemplate 
for a moment that there is nothing in the Bill which need not find a 
place there. There are some provisions wdth regard to audit, for 
instance, which with suitable modifications ought surely to remain, but 
in the present form it is neither necessary nor wanted in the interests 
of the rate-payers. At any rate, having regard to the fact that Govern- 
ment are not going to surcharge anybody for past expenses or for negli- 
gence for accounts displayed under the old Act, an«l that you 
are not going to get rid of the employees of the Corporation 
who have been political sufferers, I do not think there is any pressing 
emergency for this measure. No pressing emergency has been made 
out. All that the Hon’hle Minister has told us in his speech here and 
all that the Government have told us in the pamphlets which they have 
issued relate to incidents of a time which is practically long past, and 
there is nothing new which has happened within the last six months. 
Therefore, a little more consideration of the provisions would not be 
inadvisable and unhelpful. 

While I am referring to the pamphlets, I might just mention that 
the very pamphlet shows that Government have not yet had sufficient 
opportunity of getting a perfectly clear idea of the problem before them 
and the remedies which they suggest. Perhaps they were carried away 
too much by their enthusiasm and feeling, or it may be by something 
else. Now this pamphlet seems to disclose that Government have not 
very clear ideas on th^ subject, as I have already said. In the pamphlet 
on terrorism and civil disobedience in the Calcutta Corporation, a long 
list of names has been given of political offenders who have been employ- 
ed as teachers and otherwise in the Corporation. At pagt 3 we have a 
long lb)t of persons who have been dealt with under the Bengal Criminal 
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Law Amendment Act, the Defence of India Act, or Regulation III of 
1818, who were employees of the Calcutta Corporation. But does the Bill 
provide for thefn, for any persons who have been convicted or who have 
been punished otherwise than under Chapters (J•and 7 of the Indian 
Penal Code? Then, again, there is another list in page 5, of persons 
dealt with under the Criminal Law Amendment Act and Regulation 
III; they do not come under the provisions of this Bill eitlier. Then 
in the same page there is also a list of teachers of Corporation j)rimnry 
schools who have l>een convicted in connection with the civil disobedience 
movement under the ordinances, but they do not come under the Bill 
either; therefore, these illustrations do not prove the case for Govern- 
ment, and these illustrations have been given because there is a certain 
amount of confusion in the minds of the legal advisers of Government 
as to what they really want, as to what is the real evil they want to 
provide against, €ind as to how they are going to fight against it, that is, 
the instrument. Therefore, I think a little more time will promote a 
clearer atmosphere and give us time to think in what way the provisions 
of the Bill are going to affect the Corporation. In this view’ of the case 
I think a few months’ delay would not matter. The only possible harm 
that can come is that the Corporation may be spending a little more 
money on irregular schemes, but judging from the hunper of the 
Corporation at their last meeting, a report of whicli was published in 
the papers this morning, one might he excused for saying tliat the 
Corporation is not going to do any such thing. The Corporation is not 
going to expend any money outside the limits of the sanction given by 
Government, even if the city were going to be deluged. That being so, 
1 do not think there is any necessity for hurry. A little more considera- 
tion will clear up the matter and, possibly, as a result of the delibera- 
tions, we should have a Bill which every right thinking man 
will be able to support, because so far as the provisions relating 
to the effective carrying on of audit are concerned, and so 
far as provisions relating to the recovery fiT>m a wrongdoer 
of any money w’hich has been mis.spent or misupj)ropriated 
from the Corporation funds, are concerned, there cannot be any 
two opinions in this Council or outside; so that if any provision seeks 
to do that, Government will have our support, and unstinted support. 
But the present Bill does not seek to merely do that; its object has been 
clouded by other issues and passions under which I understand the Bill 
has been framed, and from the touch of which the Bill even as amend- 
ed in Select Committee is not free. 


Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: It has always been my custom to speak 
in support of measures which have been introduced by the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of Local Self-Government, and it is, then?fore, wdth 

some sort of a wrench that I find myself compelled to-day to range nSyself 

e 



w 


GOTEENMENT BILL. 


[3l8T Atro., 

in opposition to this Bill at this stage. I support this motion for re- 
committal, and I do so on the ground the Hon’ble Minister says he also 
has at heart, namely, the clearing up of the atmosphepe. Now some- 
body may laugh at me •if I say that the Corporation of Calcutta, in the 
opinion of the Indian residents of Calcutta, consist of a large number 
of responsible citizens of Calcutta, and that we have men there in power 
who can be trusted with the work of governing Calcutta. We find that 
a very serious allegation has been made against the Corporation, an 
allegation to the effect that the Corporation have as their employees 
murderers and dacoits. But is there any Bengali worth the name who 
is going to listen to a charge like this without giving the Corporation a 
chance of refuting that charge? Is there anybody in this Council with 
an iota of sense of fairness in him wlio will say that the Corporation 
autliorities should not have a chance of confronting the Government and 
telling them that the (charges which they have brojight against the 
Corporation are not true and just? Let Government also have a 
chaiK’-e of telling the Corporation authorities, if the 

facts are on their side, that they are right and that 

the Corporation is wrong. Are you going to decide an issue 
like this behind the back of the Calcutta Corporation? It is not done 
anywhere, and it cannot be done here. I ask you, gentlemen, who 
happen to sport British names and who, I supppse, at one time were 
born in England, are you going to support such a thing? Can you 
support such n tiling? I am confident that you are not going to level 
these (diarges against the Corporation without giving them a chance of 
refuting them. (A voice: They were given a chance.) 1 say that 
the Corporation liad not had a chance. You insulted them; you made 
them an insulting offer by asking them to come up to the Select Com- 
mittee. That is not playing the game. Do you not want to give them 
an honest chance of showing that this Bill is entirely gratuitous and 
unnecessary? That is their position. Surely you are not going to rob 
them of that chance. What have they done to be robbed of that chance? 
Let me ask : Are the elected memWrs of this House going to betray the 
interests of the country^ going to betray so many of their own country- 
men who are in power on the Corporation, by sjmply telling them that 
we shall come to a judgment behind your backs? Are you going to get 
Self-Government on those lines? Is popular government going to be 
based on the principle of judging one l)ehind one’s back? That is 
exactly what I fear the Hon’ble Minister is going to do under the 
influence of his officers and of the Government to which he belongs — a 
Government which is partly popular and partly reserved, a Government 
consisting of men who want to rule and of men who should serve and not 
rule. He is under the influence of men who want to rule and rule with 
an iron hand and who moreover do not want to identify their rule with 
justice. I say it is scandalous. It is a great censure V>n this Bengal 

Oounbil, at least on the elected members, Hindu, Muhammadan and 
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English, that they should adopt this totally unfair, unHindu, unMuhani- 
madan and unPritish principle of judging people without giving them 
a chance or representing their case. “Judge not lest ye be judged” can 
be said to a Minister and a Member of the Execut^ive Council as nmcli as 
to anybody else. I shall vote wholesale and ask everybody in this 
Council to vote for the Hon’ble Minister, once lie gives the Corporation 
a chance of proving what they are saying, namely, that the Minister is 
not right in what he says. So let the two parties meet together, and let 
them have a talk, and let eacli try and justify its own position. After 
tliat, if the Hon’ble Minister can prove to us that the Corporation had 
been employing dacoits and murderers, then we shall all vote for the 
Him’hle Minister and against the Corporation, and jmss the Bill nem 
con. Here are gentlemen of the Corporation who have said not on(‘e hut 
many times that charges are false. 1 do not want to judge without 

giving either si(Te a hearing. Becau.se they belong to the (hirjuiration, 
must you say that you disbelieve them, and because the Minister belongs 
to the Government — a Government which is half man and halt, I do not 
know what; it is incapable of definition — it may 1h» called a hermai>hro- 
dite Government. 


Reverend B, A. NAC: An illustration of 50:50. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE; Of course Mr. Nag is living up to his 
reputation as a master of irrelevancy; he is proving that once more. 

My point is this; If we have a little time and if this Bill is re- 
committed, you will W creating a chan(*e for the Corporation to meet the 
Minister round a table and discuss all these matters and thrash them out. 
M^hy should such a chance not be availed of? It is never too late to 
do justice. In fact, that is the history of British administration in 
India. Justice always comes late, but it does always come, and we wel- 
come it because justice is never too late. Therefore, 1 appeal to the 
Minister to withdraw his opposition to this recommitment motion and 
create that opportunity for which I am asking. I am not asking for 
this opportunity irresponsibly. I have Wen asked by some prominent 
members of the Corporpticui — members in authority — to say that if this 
chance were given, they would avail themselves of it. I am appealing 
to the Hon’ble Minister to take this assurance seriously — that I have 
been authorised by prominent members of the Corporation (Cries of: 

Name them; name them.) If the Hon’ble Minister wants names, 1 

will give them to him. (Voices: We want the names.) 

Mr. W. H. THOMPSON: Give us the names. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERdEE: Well, if Mr. Thompson gives me an 
assurance tha^ he will vote for recommitment of the Bill, I wdll give 
him the names. It is no use shouting for names unless you give me 
thft gfuarantee. * 
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Babu illTENDRALAL BANNER4EE: I assure Mr. Chatterjee that 
I will vote for recommitment if he gives us the names. • 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: I shall give Mr. Bannerjee the names 
before he makes his speech. I am appealing to the members of the 
Government; I am appealing to Sir William Prentice — ^he is not here, 
he ought to have been here — I appeal to him as an Englishman not to 
lose his English character — I appeal to Mr. Woodhead, the keeper of 
our financial conscience, whose conscience must be strong enough to tell 
him that it is unBritish, unjust, unfair to judge the Corporation without 
giving them a hearing. I ask my friends opposite, why should you 
behave in an unBritish manner P Stand by your British principles: 
the heat ought not to dissolve your moral fibre, though it might create 
baldness and other physical calamities (laughter) — moral ideas surely 
do not change colour with the change of climate. I should like to know 
what right you have to vote against this motion for recommitment, with- 
out giving the Corporation a hearing. I also ask ray Muhammadan 
friends not to he led away by the blandishments of Government. I see 
there are two or three whips going round and round and pouring honeyed 
words into the ears of my Muhammadan friends. I ask them to judge 
the thing dispassionately and apply the principle of not condemning an 
institution before giving it or its representatives a hearing. As regards 
the Hindu members, if they are at all true to what has been preached 
by them, what has been inculcated in them all this time, then surely it 
will be wrong for them to vote for Government and condemn the Corpora- 
tion. I submit, Sir, things are being thoughtlessly done, if I may say 
so without disrespect. 

I have a list of names of the convicted persons who are or were sup- 
posed to be in the employment of the Corporation. Now, Sir, Pulin 
Das is one of the names which is being trotted out now and then. He 
received pardon from the King Emperor. His Majesty the King 
Emperor at the conclusion of the Reforms declared an amnesty in favour 
of those who in their eagerness for political progress had broken the law. 
I say that 95 per cent, of them are now leading honourable, straight and 
noble lives. Pulin Das is one of the men whom no Government or no 
Government official has ever accused of any kind of wrong-doing since 
his return from the Andamans. On the other hand, he in collaboration 
with the late Mr. S. R. Das started a journal named **Hak Katha” 
which put up a real fight against the non-co-operation movement of 
Mr. Gandhi ; and yet some advisers of Government with little knowledge, 
with the confidence born of ignorance, have said in that pamphlet that 
he has been employed by the Corporation, and that, therefore, the 
Corporation must go. In fact, Pulin Das is not an objectionable person. 
On the other hand, he has helped Government in its fight against the 
non-co-operation tnovement. And last of all, he has never been in tfie 



1933 .] 


GOVERNMENT BILL. 


HI 


employment of the Corporation at all ! Sir, if we had opposed a Govern- 
ment meaflure in this way without marshalling the facts in a proper 
manner, we wcfuld have been at once put out of court. If a lawyer 
goes before a judge with such kind of evidence, *1110 judge will silence 
him in two minutes. But yet a Government — ^n live Government — in 
spite of its composite character, floods the country with pamphlets con- 
taining this ridiculously incorrect assertion. Then, again, we are told 
that the Corporation employ persons who are guilty of civil disobedience. 
TVe know' that if a Bengali tells a fellow-Bengali not to buy British 
goods, he could be or would be liaulcd up before a Court of law and sent 
to jail. Now', on that principle. Sir, every Englishman ought to be sent 
to jail. I have not know n of any Englishman w'ho w'ill tell his fellow- 
countrymen not to buy British goods. I have seen in England all sorts of 
posters enjoining on the people that they must buy British goods. And 
because a Bengali has been British enough to say to his fellow-country- 
men to buy Indian goods, he must be sent to jail ! Most admirable 
application of British justice ! Sir, I refuse to be a party to the con- 
demnation of a man wdio has merely been preaching the patriotic doc- 
trine in favour of buying the goods of his ow^n country to the exclusion 
of foreign goods, and w’here any such person is sent to jail, 1 say that he 
is sent to jail wrongly. Now this Bill is going to prevent the Corpora- 
tion from employing such patriotic people. Such monstrosities are only 
possible in a country where there is such a monstrous system of govern- 
ment. It is inconsistent w ith the p(dicy of any Government in any part 
of the w'orld, except the country known as Bengal. 

Then tliere are other kinds of people who are also objected to — I 
8 Ui)j)ose the people who t(»ok part in the flag-w'aiving ceremony must be 
considered bad people, and if the Corporation gave them any employ- 
ment, the Corporation must be abolished! I found the report of a case 
the other day to the effect that the Chief Presidency Magistrate of 
Calcutta held that it is the Police w’ho created a disturbance by molest- 
ing the people who wanted to hoist the national flag, and yet my honour- 
able friend is being persuaded to pass a law to the effect that those men 
should not be employed by the Cori^ration. Our friends forget that 
under the Gandhi-Irwin»Pact a pardon was given to all these men. 

• 

Babu JITENDRALAL BANNERdEE: They are not touched by the 

Bill. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Wait, if they are not to-day, they will 
be ultimately by an amendment of the Act, My point, therefore, is 
that there are si^ch serious matters which arise on a proper consideration 
•of the Bill that it ought to be reconsidered, and while you are reconsi- 
dering it, you should have the representatives of the Corporation sitting 
wi^ you round a table, and give them the opportunity of telling: you 

# 
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why they consider this Bill objectionable, and to convince yon. Surely, 
if you give them that opportunity, the sky will not fall; Bengal will not 
sink into the sea if the consideration of the Bill is pbfitponed for one 
session. I ask you irf the interest of peace, in the interest of a good 
atmosphere, and in the interest of every possible argument on the side 
of fairness, justice and fair play to accept this amendment. The 
Hon’ble Minister should give us a chance of having this matter reconsi- 
dered and give himself a clianc^e of coming face to face with the Corpora- 
tion before passing judgment on that body. 


Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Sir, 1 wish to 
assure Mr. B. C. Chatter jee that the Mussulman members are not going 
to be persuaded to take any action either on the blandishments of the 
whip or by the bullying persuasion of Mr. Chatter jee. They are 
impervious to both, and the action they are going to take will be entirely 
according to the merits of the case as they appear to thum. 
Mr. Chatterjee has tried to show that this Bill has been brought before 


this 

House at this 

stage 

without 

giving the Corpora- 

tion 

any opportunity 

of 

considering 

the 

provisions of 

the 

Bill and giving 

their opinion on 

them. 

Mr. Chatterjee 

was 

not here when 

the 

Bill was 

fiyst 

published. That 


was about six months ago, and ever since the Corporation has been con- 
sidering or has liad the opportunity of considering the provisions of the 
Bill and giving an opinion on them. On the receipt of the Government 
letter asking the Corporation to give an opinion, the matter came up 
before a meeting of the Corporation, and there was a motion before 
them suggesting that the Corporation should send representatives to 
confer with Government, who without expressing any opinion should 
try to remedy any of the defects which in their opinion were there, and 
if possible 

Mfi Bi Cl OHATTERilEEi On a point of order. Sir. How could 
the representatives of the Corpor(|.tion confer with Government without 
expressing any opinion P 

Mfi PRESIDENTS That is not a point of order. 

Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN; There waa a 
motion in the Corjporation suggesting that the representatives ol.4lLe 
Corporation should hold a conference with the Government in order to 
arrive at some decision with regard to the merits of the Bill and the 
defects that may be found in it. The Corporation not only refueed to 
accept that motion, but after many fiery speeches, which were mtmBy 
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irrelerafti, and making all sorts of charges against Government, they 
wanted to send a representation to Government to tell them that in 
their opinion tBe Bill was absolutely unnecessary and that they were 
opposed to the Bill in its entirety. Later on, wh^ the Bill came before 
the Select Committee, they were given another opportunity of sentiing 
representatives before the Committee to discuss the pn)viHion8 or to 
represent their case before the Committee. This also was placed before 
the Corporation, and the Corporation refused indignantly to comidy with 
the request of the Select Committee of this Council, which they termed 
as a subservient body. AVliat other opportunities would my friend 
Mr. B. C. Chatterjee want the Corporation to be given!' Tie now wants 
that the Bill should be recommitted to the Select (\)mmi(tee. 
We as members of the Select Committee know that it will be 
useless to send the Bill for reconsideration because there is nothing 
that we have nat considered, and that further consideration will not 
throw any new light on the provisions of the Bill, lie said that he had 
come to know on very good authority that some important groups of the 
Corporation were willing now, they were not willing then, — now probably 
they have come to their senses — to discuss the matter with Government 
members. I could have appreciated Mr. Chatterjee if lie had the courage 
or frankness to disclose the names of sucli members or to j)ut in a peti- 
tion from those members signed by them before the House. In that 
case the matter might perhaps have been considered. But simply to say 
that some members on some day have given him some sort of authority 
to do something will not appeal to any sane member of this House, and 
I do not think tliat on that he cun base any argument for recommitment 
of the Bill to the Select Committee. Everybody here understands the 
real motive of all these motions. These are all delating tactics which 
do not appeal to us. As a matter of fact, as has been mentioned by the 
Hon’ble Minister, this Bill has been brought not too soon, but ought to 
have been brought long ago. Perhaps the reason why tlie Hon’ble 
Minister did not think of doing so was that there was still some hope 
lurking in him or in the Government that the Corporation would mend 
its way and be careful of its responsibilities. But since it found that 
they would not do so, .the Bill had to be brought; Government found 
from the manner in which the Corporation treated the two letters which 
Government wTote to them. I do not want to go into the details of the 
electrical scheme and the various other schemes that have been brought 
into the debate. All that I want to say is that we feel that the re- 
(Miiumittai of the Bill to the Select Committee would be worse than use- 
less. It would be no use at all, because I know, whatever some of the 
prominent members of the Corporation might have told Mr. B. C. 
Chatterjee, that it would not be possible for them to vucry any rescdution 
to the effect in the Corporation itself by the majority of the members 
who at the present moment hold sway in the Corporation. For these 
1 strongly oppose the amendments. * 
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Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I nee to support the 

amendment, but the reasons for my support are slightly different from 
the reasons given by the previous speaker, Mr. B, C. iDhatterjee. In 
one word, I support this amendment not for the purpose of giving the 
Government an opportunity of meeting the Corporation aeross the table 
and settle matters, but for the purpose, I may say bluntly, of giving the 
Government a pfvnitenfuc, I submit that this Bill has been 

brought in really as a vindictive measure. I shall demonstrate that in 
a moment. In his statement which was published in the Calcutta papers 
on the appropriate date, the Ist of April, the Hon’ble Minister in charge 
of Local Self-Government was anxious to tell the citizens of Calcutta 
that it was not a vindictive measure, but that it was conceived in the 
best interests of the rate-payers of Calcutta. That assertion was neces- 
sary, because of the following statement that the Government had their 
measures ready for some time, but they had not introiduced it because 
they were awaiting the results of the election to the Corporation. I will 
ask the members of the House to pause and consider the inward mean- 
ing of that statement. Did it not mean that without waiting to see 
how the new Corporation would function, without waiting to see how 
the newly elected members of the Corporation would work, but simply 
because as soon as tlie Hon’ble Minister found that the majority of the 
members were from the Congress and not from the camp to which the 
Minister in his unofficial and unregenerate days belonged that the Bill 
has been introduced P 1 submit that this is a clear proof of vindictive- 
ness. Why should the Minister of Local Self-Government want to give 
so much power to the Government of Bengal? Why should the Govern- 
ment of Bengal be so anxious to take so much power in their own hands 
that they want to scrutinise the appointment of every officer by a great 
autonomous body like tlie Corporation of Calcutta with its liuge income, 
huge works and liugc establishment? Have the Government in the 
Local Self-Government Department notliing better to do than to scruti- 
nise the merits and antecedents of every applicant for Corporation 
service? It may be that with the retrenciied budget of tlie Local Self- 
Government Department the Hon’ble Minister finds his time hanging 
heavy on his hands; but that is no ground for taking up this additional 
work. I am afraid that from the statement made by the Hon*ble 
Minister in this Council it is patent that that would not be a work which 
would be taken up by his department. He has said that Government is 
the best instrument to find out whether a particular person has mended 
his ways or not. I take it that that is the function of the Government in 
the Police Department and not the Local Self-Government Department 
to find out from the records of the Commissioner of Police the activities 
of any particular individual since he has come back from imprisonment 
or incarceration. 1 take it that the Hon’ble Minister is willing to abdi- 
cate his function, so far as this particular Bill is conoern^, and to make 
it over to the Police Department. I am also aware of the fact that^^ho' 
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present Minister may be looked upon to save the people, at least some of 
them, from the^ ire of the Police. Has he not told us in his inau^ral 
speech that even though there was the Police black mark against Babu 
Abinash Chandra Chakravarti who was 8U8j)ectecl about 20 or 25 years 
ago, the Local Self-Government Minister appointed him as Assessor to 
the Calcutta Improvement Trust Tribunal? But we shall not always 
have Ministers like that: there may be Ministers who are absolutely 
subservient to the Police Department and to their colleague in charge 
of the Police portfolio. What tlien will be the fate of the rate-payers 
of Calcutta and their elected representatives. Khan Bahadur Momin 
who jumped from a Divisional Coinmissionership straight into the 
Mussulman front bencli has assured Mr. B. C. Chatterjee that the Mussal- 
mans in a body will not support Mr. Chatterjee. If the Mussulman 
members of the Council are not led away by the blandishments of the 
Khan Bahadur, tt'ho I am sorry to say has in his speech betrayed the rule 
of {conduct that in my younger days I read of in a book which was then 
widely read, “Helps Evssays,” tliat a man who loses a motion in a Com- 
mittee is bound loyally to support the decision of the Committee, then 
they ought to support Mr. Chatterjee. The Khan Baliadur having been 
defeated in the debate in the Corporation now tries to find his own way 
here and declares that the Mussalman meml)er8 will all follow him. I 
hope the Mussalman n\einbers will not, I hope the Mussalman members 
will rise above the statement made by him. The Bill, I submit, is as has 
been said by a great Judge in England, the outcome of the insatiable 
appetite to control other men’s affairs by those whose capacity to manage 
their own affairs is in inverse proportion to their desires. That was said 
by a great Judge, Mr. Justice Eve, who is still alive. As has also 
been pointed out by the present lH)rd Chief Justice of England in his 
admirable book, which I commend to all members of this House and to 
the Hon’ble Minister if he has not already read it, the New Despotism, 
on page 109 of which he says that “all experience shows that nothing is 
more dangerous in public affairs than that nominal responsibility should 
belong to one person, while real authority rests with another,” by this 
Bill the Hon’ble Minister is trying Jo give to the Municipal Corpora- 
tion nominal responsibility for making appointments, while the real 
responsibility rests with the Government. That word is not defined in 
the Bill, because it is already defined in the Government of India Act, 
but I take it that the words “Local Government” do not mean “the 
Government of Bengal in the Local Self-Government Department.” 
It rather means that conglomerate body which has no soul — it has neither 
a body to be kicked nor a soul to be damned — but it is a Corporation of 
several persons one or more of whom may for the time being be triumph- 
ant and may sway the destinies of many. I submit that the 
danger of pen^tting the introduction and the consideration of legisla- 
tion of this description is very much borne out by some of the amend- 
tnetts tabled. Why, Sir, in one of the amendments* while even the 
10 
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Government have merely proposed that in the case of doubtful appoint- ' 

ments the Local Government may interfere Why, Sh*, a Rai Sahib, 

I will not say who the gentleman is, but simply this, that he is one of 
those who dance to tlie tune of the Government organ-grinder, has tabled 
a motion that all appointments must be made by the Local Government? 
That is the sort of thing to which we are exposed by the introduction 
of the Bill and of its consideration in the present atmosphere of the 
Council and of the counti'y. I submit that we are being told day after 
day and hour after hour that the destinies of the country are to be in 
the hands of the people of the country ere long. If that be so, why is 
this desperate hurry for carrying on and passing this legislation in the 
present session of the Council? After all, we are here by sufferance, 
and if the law were allowed to take its own course, we would not have 
been here, but that is a different matter. 1 do submi^ that if the con- 
stitution is to be changed and if the powers of an autonomous body like 
the Calcutta Corporation are to be interfered with, it had better wait 
unless as I have said there is some desperate hurry about it. And, Sir, 
as Dr. Sen Gupta has pointed out, by the removal of the measures re- 
garding the retrospective effect of some of the clauses, tlie urgency about 
this legislation is gone. I shall not worry your patience or the patience 
of the House by taking up at this stage consideration of the different 
claiises of the Bill, but I do .say that from what one sees in the papers 
and from wdiat one reads in them, one is tempted to think that, probably 
the Minister and his advisers have fallen into the habit — I shall not use 
the word “habit” — have committed the mistake of thinking that the 
rope round their necks was a serpent — by this I refer to the Bengali 
proverb so well known to all and sundry, namely, — “ ^ 

I sumbit, Sir, that because it was the Congressmen who got returned in 
a majority to the Corporation at the last election, it was thought in 
certain quarters that the w ishes of the Government would be flouted, and 
they have, therefore, hurried with this Bill. If the House would accept 
this motion for recommittal — though I know' that much good would not 
come out of it — Government w’ould have time to consider the matter 
carefully — consider the facts and not the fictions — and also to consider 
the statements of the casp which have now been made public by the 
Corporation, and I think it would be fraught with immense good. 

BabU AMULYADHAN RAY: Mr. President, Sir, after hearing th($ 
Hon’ble Minister I have changed my mind and rise to oppose the motion. 

I do not know' if I shall l>e in a position to confine myself within the 
scope of the subject-matter of discussion as my tongue will be going out 
of order regardless of your ruling. However, Sir, you have never 
lagged behind to correct me and that is my consolation. (Laughter.) 
At the very ou^et, I may tell the House that I shall not criticise the 
Hon’ble Minister at this stage in matters of detail, nor I shall prondlmce 
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my verdi<it on the point whether the Bill will be passed or thrown into 
a dnst-bin of the Corporation of Calcutta. I shall draw the attention 
of the hon’ble members of this House to the main principle underlying 
the Bill which has been agitating the minds of a certain political sec- 
tion of our countrymen, and for which this House of Legislature of 
Bengal has been called subservient and unrepresentative in character — 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Not at least by you. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: I am not going to listen to Mr. Basu. 
Whether this House or in particular tliat section of the non-official Indian 
members who agree with the principle of the Bill is servile, subservienl 
or unrepresentative in character is a matter of record. That .section did 
not mortgage or sell, like our friends with mixed colour ])ainte«l on their 
fac^, the tenant^ of Bengal constituting 80 per cent, oi the ]>opulation 
of this province to tlie zemindars during the time of amending the 
Bengal Tenancy Act in 1028; they did not welcome a second chamber 
against the interests of the people or more recently they did not seek 
the protection of the Home Member in connection with the unpopular 
amendments that came up before the House during the discussion of the 
Money-lenders Bill. 

They did not look« to the face of the Hon’ble Sir William Prentice 
for recovering rents of agricultural land us a public demand under the 
Bengal Public Demands Jiecovery Act, 1918. 1 ask in all seriousness 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu and Mr. P. Banerji whether any person con- 
victed of an offence as detailed in Chapter (i or 7 of the Indian Penal 
Code should be appointed as a municipal officer or whether any grant 
should be made by the Corporation to any educational institution which 
employs any person who has been convicted for such offences. I pause 
for an answer; No answer. M ith all the force I can (‘ommand, but 
in all politeness, I challenge Mr. P. Banerji whether an enactment of 
legislation preventing appointment of a dacoit, a convict or a murderer 
as municipal officer will interfere with the freedom of the Gorjioration 
of Calcutta or it will lead to prevent the childish play of a corporate 
body with power entrusted to them by law. If, as a matter of fact, this 
Bill was likely to encroach upon the rights |md liberties of the citizens 
of Calcutta, we would have killed it in its infancy without minding the 
favours or frowns of the members of the Treasury Bench. On the other 
.hand, I find that it will purge the Corporation of the impurities that 
have crept into its administration. Sacrificing quality in matters of 
appointment at the alter of a political creed, turning out the manage- 
ment of the biggest administration in the history of local self-governing 
institutions info a domestic concern, putting in creatures convicted of 
offences in defiance of law and order and neglecting the claims of candi- 
dates belonging to the depressed classes are some of the leading testi- 
mqpials to the necessity of such a Bill. Sir, if I had been the Minister 
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I would have done the same thing. (Hear! hear!). The critics of 
this amending Bill have alleged that there is a political motive behind 
the introduction of the Bill and that Government are using the obliging 
services of the Locaf Self-Government Department to execute their 
programme for throttling the nationalistic activities of the Corporation, 
many instances of which I have already submitted before the House and 

I do not want to go into the details again. I may tell the House, Sir 

(Here the member paused for some time.) 


Mft PRESIDENT: Why not refresh 5"our memory by reading over 
once again that portion of your speech? (Laughter.) 


Bnbu AMULYADHAN RAY: Sir, I have not got it here. 
(Renewed laughter.) But, I can assure the Hon’ble Minister that Sir 
Surendra Nath was also criticised right and left— and for one achieve- 
ment of his — the Calcutta Municipal Act — the Calcutta Corporation is 
now dancing with Rs. 3 or Rs. 4 crores. 

Sir, we have seen how the so-called nationalist party have followed 
their programme : they have co-operated with the Treasury Bench at the 
time when the interests of the people have not justified their action and 
they have followed the policy of non-co-operation whenever there has 
been a movement or activity for the subversion of law and order. I 
want, therefore, to tell Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu and Mr. B. C. 
Chatterjee, who have asked us whether we shall vote with the Treasury 
Bench or for the amendment, that we are prepared to vote for the amend- 
ment if we are convinced that there is no necessity for this Bill. We 
are, however, convinced that the principles underlying the Bill must 
be given effect to. I, therefore, give my full support to the Hon’ble 
Minister and oppose the amendment. 


Reverend B, A, NAG: Sir, I rise to oppose the amendments. 
Khan Bahadur A. Momin has told- us that the Select Committee has con- 
sidered the Bill from every point of view. No hew view has been men- 
tioned which, he has assured us, has not been considered in the Select 
Committee. That is one side. On the other side the Corporation and 
its individual members, its Mayor and its ex-Mayor, have considered the 
matter threadbare not only in their meetings but through the public 
press. I would like to ask my friend, Mr. Chatterjee, whether he can 
tell us of a single new point which is not mentioned in the columns of 
the newspapers which have served the party very well, viz.. Advance, 
Liberty, Bangahani and many other vernacular papers. 

Sir, I make it a point to read many of these articles and my views 
have remained unchanged 
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Mr* l|> Ga CHATTER3EES They have not changed mine. 

• 

R^varOfld B> A, NAG: It may be so, but L should have expected 
a barrister of the experience of Mr, Chatterjee to mention some of the 
new views, but it was a disappointment as his speech was irrelevant and 
full of verbosity and nothinjjf else. (Laughter.) If new points could 
be furnished, then we might be agreeable to this amendment, but this 
has not been done. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu and Mr. B. C. Chatterjee and some of the 
previous speakers and supporters have assured us that the Corporation 
are quite opposed to the Bill. I have not read in that way the proc'^ed- 
ings in the Corporation itself. I am sure, Sir, that the members of this 
House are well aware of the fact that the Corporation is conducted on 
party lines. Thft resolution that was placed before the Corporation by 
the, whip of the party in power reads thus : I may with your permis- 
sion, Sir, quote it — 

“That in view of the recent changes in the delegation of powers re- 
garding appointments and the appointment of a Special Committee for 
a comprehensive inquiry into and suggestions for tlie improvement of 
Corporation finances which would inclnde suggestions in regard t-o 
accounts and audit, the (lovernment may be requested to withdraw the 

Bill.” 

If, Sir, that is not an admission from the whip of the party before the 
Corporation itself that there is something very wrong in the matter of 
appointments and in the matter of finances, both of which require to be 
rectified, 1 do not know what English language means; but it was not 
that alone. Tlie Mayor from the mayoral chair said this at that very 
meeting: — 

“As regards the question of appointments, the House is well aw'are 
that some changes have lieen effected in the appointing authority by 
means of the delegation of powers. Sufficient trial has not been given 
to these changes, and I do think the* Government wdll be well advised, 
at any rate, to stay its hand if it cannot see its way to withdraw this Bill 
altogether. I, therefore, suggest from my place in this House — and I 
hope and trust with the support and sympathy of the members — that the 
Government will consider the position before it desires to go on with this 
Bill on the Legislative anvil. I think it will be far better advised, if 
I may use that expression, if it, at any rate, does not push on with this 
Bill in the coming session of the Council and see and watch how tlie 
Corporation succeeds in putting its own house in order. So far as finan- 
cial aspects are concerned, we have accepted the position that our finances 
do require looking into, and we say that we want to make a thorough 
survey of this matter.” • 
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Therefore, we are convinced that the views of responsible members 
in the Corporation, not of such irresponsible critics outside it such as 
Mr, Banerji and Dr. Sen Gupta, show that there are some" reasons for the 
introduction of this Bill. 

Now to go back to the point of criticism made against the Bill that it 
is against the interests of the rate-payers of the city of Calcutta, I do not 
know whose interest the Corporation was serving. It is a well-known 
fact (if it is not known to my friend Mr. Basu or Mr. Chatterjee, they 
might read the columns of lAberty or Advance from January on to the 
election day) how the Bengal Provincial Congress Committee has been 
made the deciding factor in the aftairs of Calcutta Corporation as against 
the District Congress Committee. The members of the party in power 
in Calcutta simply carries out the wishes of the Bengal Provincial 
Congress Committee. Now the Bengal Provincial Coivgress Committee 
is composed of members from Chittagong, Pabna, Bogra and 
Dacca and what not? Are they the men who should control 
the affairs of the city of Calcutta? And yet when men like 
Mr. Basu and Mr. Chatterjee say that that Imdy is serving 
the interests of the rate-payers of Calcutta, I may simply say that I am 
amazed at their unwisdom. That is one point. Secondly, it is a well- 
known thing also that the Corporation adjourns its meetings on flimsy, 
or at any rate, on political grounds oftener than not; I do not want here 
to discuss the question of adjournment as such, but I want to look at it 
from the point of view of the interests of the rate-payer. If they adjouni 
their meeting to a regular day, I will not have the same kind of objection 
but they adjourn from the regular day to an irregular day, with the 
result that more than half of the members cannot be present, and the 
affairs of the Cahmtta Corporation are decided by less than half of the 
representatives of the rate-payers of Calcutta. Is that in the interest of 
the rate-payers of Calcutta? 1 hope not. My friend Mr. Narendra 

Eumar Basu has made a point that by appointing the political sufferers 
they are not going against the interest of the rate-payers. Sir, I speak 
here as a rate-payer. In the ward where I live (Ward IX), with the 
permission of Government, compulsory free primary education has been 
introduced. Every child js sent to school, and if these schools are 
manned by political sufferers (whether I like it or not) still my child 
is there under the influence of a teacher who is known to the child as 
one who has suffered and who has been rewarded because of that 
suffering. I do not want my child to grow up with the idea that 
when you do anything against the State you will be rewarded. 

Certainly I have every right to expect for the sake of my 

child that he should not be imbued with that idea. Any 

educationist like my friend Mr, Mukherjee will tell us that the best 
way to educate for a teacher is to impart himself and he does so con- 
sciously or unconsciously and if political sufferers impart themselves to 
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my childite certainly I have every right to object to that as a citiien of 
Calcutta. For this reason and for other reasons which I could go on 
relating but wj^icli I will not, as I believe I have spoken sufficiently 
about the points against the acceptance of the proposal to recommit 
the Bill 

Now the proceedings of the Calcutta Corporation will show something 
like this in regard to audit. It is an amazing thing. In connection 
with contracts 6*1 and 21 (portion of Garden Reach Main) Bando and 
Co., and also another European company submitted tenders: the rate 
given by Bando and Co. (that was in 1929), was Rs. 22-8, while that 
of Beruck and Comens w^as Rs. 16 and the party in power, against all 
rules of tender, after having opened tlie tenders, asked Bando 
and Co., whether they w’ould be prepareil to lower their rate. 
They did so, and the tender was given half and half and what 
is still more amajjing is that after Bando and (\»., liad worked for a little 
while, the rate of that company was increased to Rs. dO. 1 do not w^ant 
to Jfo into details. I have given an outline of the facts and 1 would like 
to know' whether these things are done in the interest of the rate-payers 
of the city of Calcutta and w'hether we should not do our best to check 
these irregularities in the Corporation of Calcutta. 

With these words 1 oppose the amendment. 

Mauivi ABUL KA8EM: I rise to oppo.se the motion for the re- 
commitment of the Bill to the Select Committee. I think the motion 
is not a straiglit forward one. My friends w'ho have tabled this motion 
and those w ho have supported it have used arguments more or less to the 
effect that the Bill sliould be dropped rather than that it should l)e re- 
considered by the Select Committee. The proper thing for them w’ould 
have been to i)ut in a motion (and I think it is the i)Hrliamenlary prac- 
tice) to the effect that the consideration of the Bill l)e postponed sine 
die, but they have not done so. They have come forward with a motion 
that it should be recommitted to the Select Committee and reconsidered 
by them. One of the arguments used in its favour was that if it w^ent 
again to the Select Committee, they, would have more materials to 
consider and they w'ould have new and fresh reasons to come to a deci- 
sion and would give them an opiwrtunitv t4| propitiate the Corporation 
if a conference was held wdth them to hear w'hat they had got to say. I 
have been told that it is one of the rules of advocacy, when you have a 
bad case, to abuse your oj)ponent. My friend Mr. B. C. Chatterjee, an 
eminent lawyer, has followed that rule, and he has come forward to 
abuse the Minister and the Government on the ground that the Corpora- 
tion is being condemned without a hearing. He was very eloquent and 
with an eloquence and persistence worthy of a lawyer he said that the 
Corporation wjs not given a chance of hearing. I think my friend Khan 
Bahadur Momin gave a definite reply to that argument when he said 
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that the Corporation had an opportanity oi offering their opinion and 
etating their facts. True it is, officially the Corporation has refused 
to express any opinion on the provisions of the Bill. Trije it is that the 
Corporation has refused to meet the members of the Select Committee 
and discuss, probably because it thought that its dignity would be hurt, 
but it is also a fact that the Corporation authorities have taken every 
possible step to place their case before the Government by their publicity 
methods in the best possible manner, and the press and other means have 
been used to do that. But I am afraid they have not been able to con- 
vince an ordinary unprejudiced man in their favour. Mr. Narendra 
Kumar Basu, who is always very eloquent, has done a little injustice to 
one of our friends Khan Bahadur Momin. He said “here is a man who 
poses as a leader of his community or party and who has been a Com- 
missioner of a Division who says that the Muhammadans in a body will 
not support Mr. B. C. Chatterjee or any of these amendments. “ Lawyers 
have certain privileges, at least in practice, of twisting facts to their ad- 
vantage whether they are tnie or not, but it is going too far if a member 
of the Legislative Council goes out of his way to impute to Khan Bahadur 
Momin what he has never said. If I understand English language 
correctly, what he said was that the Muhammadans were not likely to 
be influenced by the sophisticated arguments of Mr. B. C. Chatterjee or 
by the importunities of the Government whips on the other side. They 
would decide the question on its own merit. Mr. iSfarendra Kumar Basu 
is a very eminent lawyer and has naturally cited judicial opinion in 
favour of his contention that the Bill should l)e recommitted to the Select 
Committee. I am not only an ignorant man, but a layman as well. I 
have taken a note from his chapter. He has read from a book of some 
eminent jurist whether Lord Chancellor or of the Lord Chief Justice 
I do not know, that it is all wrong to give a nominal authority to one 
man and the real authority to a man behind. I say it is exactlj^ the 
situation in the Corporation. In the Corporation the nominal respon- 
sibility rests with the members of the Corporation, but the real authority 
actxially rests with a body of men who sit in a spacious and magnificent 
hall in Treatrc Road, Calcutta, and everybody knows that. We have 
been told that it is wrong to penalis? a man simply because he has com- 
mitted a simple offence by asking his countryiiten not to buy British 
goods. Not being a lawyer I cannot say whether it is against law or 
not, but I think no ordinances have been passed either by the Govern- 
ment of Bengal or the Government of India which say that anybody 
should be penalised for that. The real fact remains that it is not 
penalising anybody but simply preventing the putting of a premium on 
lawlessness. That is how' I understand it. It is not a fact that the 
Bill provides that anybody should lose his means of livelihood, but t.hi> 
erase for going to jails which is infused into our rising generations, the 
students and others, should be checked in the best interest ^f the country, 
whether it is in the interest of the Local Self-Government dr the Finance 
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BepartmM I do not care. There is no denying the facts. Face facts as 
they are. Sir, there is no denying the fact— yon must face facts as they 
are — ^that a larg« number of young men are induced to break laws, small 
or big, simply to qualify themselves for employment under the Corpora- 
tion, and it has become a scandal. Sir, to prevent this I would appeal to 
my friends if they have the interest of the country at heart and if they 
are not going to play to the gallery, to say whether it is just, fair or 
reasonable for anybody to spoil young men and ruin their lives by such 
actions. We have already bj’ our conduct and in order to secure our 
own ends done a good deal to bring about the ruin and loss of career of a 
large number of young Bengalees and to-day, speaking about inter- 
provincial competition, both educationally and mentally, Bengal stands 
very low even for public services and the reason more or less is that they 
are given inducements to divert their time and energy to doing things 
which they ough^ not to do. For this reason — for the protection of my 
juvenile friends and for preventing young men from becoming convicls — 
I Welcome this measure, which is a preventive measure, and on this 
ground I oppose the motion. I congratulate my friend Mr. Samad on his 
ingenuity and shrewdness in finding out the reason and the motive for 
bringing forward this Bill. He says because the rate-payers returned a 
majority of Congressmen, therefore, the Minister wanted to put a knife 
at the throat of the Corporation. Sir, if that were so, the Bill would have 
taken a very different form from what it has. Sir, this Bill is not at 
all in any way offensive to anybod}". In the first place, there are some 
financial provisions which wdll prevent the spending of money by indivi- 
duals and the Corporation in a reckless manner and Dr. Sen (lupta sup- 
ports this part of the Bill. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: No. I do not. 

Maulvi ABUL KASEM: Then, Sir, the provision about the employ- 
ment of dangerous convicts as te4icher8 or in other capacities. The 
question is that nobody wants the employment of such persons and, as 
stated by Reverend Nag, the Corporation have introduced certain changes 
about recruitment of their employees and are mending matters. 
Therefore, admittedly tKey did something wrong and that is not a matter 
in which such a storm should be raised as hafk been done in the case of 
this Bill. The reason is only this, that at this time of economic distress 
and at this dull season when there is dullness everywhere and nothing 
very exciting going on, something must be done and Lieutenant Bijoy 
Prasad Singh Roy has provided the public agitators with a weapon to 
do so. There is nothing in the Bill to shout about, but it lias been taken 
advantage of here by agitators who are crying that democracy is in 
danger, that an autonomous body is being dragged down and all sorts 
of things as if nationalism itself is going to be killed because certain 
convicts will not be allowed to be employed by the Corporation. I think 
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tliat is the long and short of it, and I think sufficient has been said qn the 
matter, and I would ask my friends to put their hand on their hearts and 
say whether we are right or wrong. 

_BalNI JITENDRALAL BANNERdEE; Sir, the sort of argument, 
irrelevant, uncharitable and wrong, which has just been used by 
Mr. Abul Kasem makes it difficult for men like me to support the line 
of action which they uphold. As a matter of fact, I am in sympathy 
with him so far as the general question is concerned, but his argument 
does not appeal to me. I take the strongest exception to his statement 
that our youngnien go to jail for the purpose of qualifying themselves 
for Corporation and other appointments. Well, Sir, I have been to jail 
myself ; and I should be false to every instinct of my manhood, to every 
tradition of nly life, if I did not protest in the strongest language 
possible against such uncharitable statements as that. I can assure 
Mr. Kasem and people like him that going to jail is not altogether a 
pleasure : if it were, they w'ould have shared in that pleasure themselves. 
People do not go to jail for the purpose of qualifying themselves either 
for Corporation or other employments : they go there from an inner 
urge of nature wliich Mr. Kasem and people like him will always fail 
to appreciate. It is a misfortune that a good case should be clouded 
by irrelevant and feeble arguments like this. However, this is only 
by the way; and I shall now proceed to deal with the question itself. 

Mr. N. K. Basil is too good a master of logic to hoodwink himself 
with the sophistries with which he seeks sometimes to cloud the issues 
before the House. Therefore, at the tail-end of his speech, he let out 
the interesting fact that, so far as recommitment was concerned, there 
was nothing to be gained by it and the proposal had no legs to stand 
upon. For the frankness of this admission I wish to thank Mr. Basu. 
Si I', when I came to the Council I came with an open mind — a perfect 
tnhvla ra^^a — as regards the motion for recommitment. I was 
prepared to be convinced by argument, if any argument could be 
adduced in support of the motion; and I was quite prepared to vote 
accordingly. Sir, I have listened to a variety of speeches, sometimes 
with interest, sometimes with a feeling of boredom which could not be 
suppi'essed ; and it is my considerate opinion '‘that no case has been 
made out, not a shred of "argument has been adduced, for supporting 
this recommitment motion, of the futility of which I am con- 
vinced in spite of the impassioned oratory of Mr. B. C. Chatterjee, 
passion which is rather unwonted wdth him. I shall now refer to some 
of the arguments that have been adduced. Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar 
Bay’s argument is curious but not uncharacteristic. He thinks that 
the Council has been flouted by the Corporation, an offence for which 
the Corporation ought to have been but has not been punished. And 
he wan^ that the Bill should be recommitted in order «4hat the Sdleot 
Committee may, again invite the Corporation, and if the Corporatioii 
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should fldttt the Council once again, it should be hanged, drawn and 
quartered* Sir, Mr. Basu has already anticipated my quotation; but 
it was one of the greatest lawyers of England, Lord Eldon, I believe, 
who said that a Corporation had neither a body iojbe kicked nor a soul to 
be cursed. Evidently, Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray Ihinks otherwise 
he thinks that the Calcutta Corporation stands on a different footing. 
Surely, Sir, Mr. Ray’s love for the Corporation is a love which is 'like 
the peace of God — it passeth understanding. Sir, Mr. P. Banerji was 
the sponsor of the recommitment motion. He spoke in a language 
w’hich I thought that I knew; but somehow or other T failed to under- 
stand what he said. I do not blame Mr. Banerji at all — perhaps it 
was all the fault of my limited understanding. As legards Dr. Naresh 
Chandra Sen Gupta, he is nothing if not original. He seemed to imply 
that he could not support the Bill in its present form, but if it could 
be given a retrosj)ective effect, there would have been some virtue in it. 
Sir, it was generally considered that the worst feature of the Bill was 
the* retrospective effect which was sought to be given to some of its 
provisions; and these provisions have accordingly been purged away 
by the diligent laboiirs of the Select CNnnmittee. We come to 
Mr. Chatterjee last of all. He thinks that the Corporation has never 
been given any opportunity of explaining its position. I do not under- 
stand what be means^ The Corporation was given every opportunity 
during the last one year to vindicate itself and its doings, if it were 
jmssible to do so. This piece of legislation was not manufactured in 
the course of a night, as my friend Mr. Samud seems to suggest. He 
says that the Bill was conceived, drafted and printed and everything 
made ready on the fateful night of Hie ‘list March in order that it 
might be ^iprung upon the people on the blessed occasion t f All Fools’ 
Day. That is an argument which is uKsurd upon the face of it. The 
origin of the thing goes much further back. It begun with the 
Minister’s letter to the Corporation w^hich was in June, I9d2. More 
than a year has elapsed since then : the Corporation knew what was 
going to be done, what charges were being made against it ; and it had 
ample opportunity to refute those charges if it ha<l cared to do so. 
Opportunity was given, opportunity ^as wasted. The very offer of the 
opportunity was treated as an insult and flung back, not only in the 
face of Government but also in the face <yf the Legislative Council. 
The Corporation has insulted not simply the Government but also the 
Legislative Council. I do not wish to vindicate the T^egislative Council. 
We have been asked by a scion of riparian nobility to take heed of 
the day of judgment — the day of election. Sir, we shall take note of 
his warning; and I assure all concerned that we shall face our electors 
upon this particular measure and the support that we extend to the Bill 
which the Minister has had the courage to bring forward. We shall 
se^ the suffrage of the electors of Bengal upon this record if upon 
nothing else. « 
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Mr, SHANTI SHEKHARStWAR RAY: Will Mr. Bumerjee 

resign his seat and seek re-election? 

Babu JITENORA).AL BANNERJEE: No, Sir. I donH care 
to resign, I don’t feel called upon to resign. I did not come 
here by the sufferance of the Congress, but after fighting with the 
Congress. My position is very different from that of Mr. Shanti 
Shekhareswar Bay and his friends. 

My contention, so far as the Bill itself is concerned, is that it is a very 
modest measure. My complaint, if any, is that it does not go far 
enough and perhaps it will fail to achieve its object. The Bill 
provides for a check of accounts : but that is not enough. If there had 
been a provision for check of work, it would have been something. 

I do not care for all the provisions of the Bill, and, as I have said 
before, I have objection to some of the political cbiuses. I cannot 
understand why a man guilty of theft or dacoity should be debarred 
from employment only for five years, whereas a man convicted of sedi- 
tion should be debarred for ever. Why this invidious distinction? 
But these are questions of detail; they can be altered even now on the 
floor of the House, if the majority of the House so desire. But apart 
from such question of detail, so far as the broad features of the Bill 
are concerned, they are modest, they are reasonable, they are unex-^ep- 
tionable. I shall go finiher and say that the Bill does not introduce 
a single new principle. It simply carries to their logical conclu- 
sion some of the principles underlying the existing Act. The Bill 
seeks to fill, and does not fill adequately, some of the lacunae that exist 
in the provisions of the Act. There are only two parts of the Bill that 
have been touched. One is as regards employment. Now, what is Ihe 
position? If I had thought that the Corporation were perfectly 
independent in the matter of making appointments and the Bill intro- 
duced a new principle taking away that right, there might have been 
reasons for delay and a case for reconsideration. But, as it is, what 
do we find? There are limit ing conditions for appointment in the Act 
itself : for instance, the Corporation cannot employ a man who is 
heavily in debt. Whatever the nature or extent of the limit may be, 
that certainly is a limiting condition ; it is a part of the structure of 
the Act. And what does'^ the amending Bill do? It only carries 
the principle a little further. It says that people, who are convicted 
of certain offences and sent to jail, shall be ineligible for appointment, 
not permanently but for a certain number of years. Then take the 
question of audit, where the position of Government is far stronger, in 
fact unassailable. Even now under certain sections of the Act— 
sections 121 to 123 of the Act — ^Government can appoint auditors, and 
it does appoint auditors. These auditors have every power and the 
fullest authority to examine the proceedings and accounts of the 
Corporation; and if they make any recommendations the Corporation 
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ar© botilM} to carry them out. But suppose the Corporation refuse to 
give effieet to these recommendations — what is to be doneP How are 
the provisions to be made effective? There is a distinguished character 
in one of Shakespeare^s plays who boasted that “he could call spirit 
from the vasty deep.” The natural retort was “But what if they 
refused to come?” Such was the position of the Government with 
reference to the Corporation. That was the position of the Government 
also. The Government appoint auditors, and the auditors submit 
their report. The report is meant to be acted upon ; but suppose the 
Corporation refuse to act upon it, what is the result? Nothing. What 
is the Government to do? They are faced with a blank wall. 
It is this defect which the Bill seeks to remedy, and I say that it is a 
measure which was long overdue. And I say to the Hon’ble Minister 
once again that, so far from undoing the work of Sir Surendra Nath 
Banerjea, he wifl only be carrjdng out the work of Sir Surendra A'ath 
Banerjea to its natural and inevitable conclusion. Sir, in the (‘ouise of 
these discussions, the name of Sir Surendra Nath Banerjea has (dieu 
been taken, here as well as elsewhere. I have more claim than most 
people to speak of Sir Surendra Nath Banerjea, more claim than most 
people either inside or outside this Council. T bad known him intimate- 
ly — not simply in the bustle and the tumult of public life but in the 
close intimacy of his day-to-day private life. I had known him inti- 
mately, as a colleague in the sphere of academic activities; and a-* a 
humble follower in the sphere of political life : and I can say, on 
behalf of the spirit of the dead master that, had he been alive to-day, 
he would have w'elcomed these new provisions with an open ami 
rejoicing heart. It is idle to contend that there is nothing in the 
Corporation which does not require drastic remedy. Illegal expenditure 
is there a matter of daily and hourly occurrence. I shall give >oii a 
very recent and concrete instance. Only recently tenders w’ere called 
for the supply of a certain amount of channelling stone and it was 
specified that the stone to be supplied should be Chunar stone. The 
lowest tender was given by a man w’ho had been supplying these 
materials for a number of years and he tendered for Chunar stone as 
required. There was st difference of four rupees per ton in the n.te 
between the lowest and the highest tenders, which highest tender again 
was, for Puri stone, a far inferior article. Besides, it was not in accord- 
ance with the specifications, and, therefore, ought to have been rejected 
off-hand. Now, what happened? Half the contract was given to this 
wrong man. Why? Because a certain political lioss w^as behind him. 
The amending Bill will make this kind of things impossible. In 
future, when an illegal expenditure has to be sanctioned, the members 
of the Corporation will think thrice, nay thirty times before they sanc- 
ticfn it. Therefore, not in the interest of a vested body like the Calcutta 
Corporation but in the interests of the ratepayers of^the city. I liog 
io give my cordial support to the Bill. 
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(The Council was then adjourned for ten minutes.) 

• 

Mr* SYAMAFROSAD MOOKERJEE: Sir, after the torrential 
eloquence of the previous speaker, I rise to speak on this motion with a 
considerable amount of diffidence. But, Sir, on an occasion like this I 
do not think I should give a silent vote in the decision of the amend- 
ment which is now being considered by the House. Sir, I regard the 
present amending Bill as one of the most mischievous measures which 
have ever been attempted to be placed on the statute book, and when I 
use that word mischievous, I use it with deliberation and in full remem- 
brance of the fact that to this House belongs tlie credit of placing on the 
statute book several repressive measures during the last two or three 
years which have seriously encroached upon the liberties and rights of 
the subjects. Sir, I do not intend to-day to deal with detailed provi- 
sions of the Bill — objectionable no doubt they are — and attention to 
some of which has already been drawn by several members before me. 
But I do want to say this, that the policy underlying this measure is not 
a ho/irf fi(1( refnim of civic administration, but it is something deeper 
than that. It is indeed a policy of complete, of abject, of a mofit 
inglorious surrender on the part of the present Ministry of Local Self- 
Government to reactionery forces, both inside and outside the Govern- 
ment which have been at work for some time past in order to see that the 
Corporation of Calcutta is humiliated and crippled of its powers, that it 
is deprived of the autonomy and the privileges which it enjoys. Sir, 
my friend, Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu, has demonstrated that it is 
indeed a policy of vindicativoness, as unworthy of any Ministry respon- 
sible to any House as it is unwarranted by the circumstances of the case. 

Sir, we are considering to-day an amendment with regard to the 
recommitment of the Bill, and I say there are weighty reasons why that 
amendment should be accepted by the House. -There is not the least 
doubt that a big institution like the Calcutta Corporation cannot be 
managed in the way in which it is proposed to be managed by the present 
Ministry of Local Self-Governmen^t. I desire to give my whole-hearted 
support to the point of view which has been so ably and eloquently 
expressed by my friend Mr. B. C. Chatterjee. With reference to the 
facts of the case, so far as I have been able to gather, I believe I would 
be able to convince the House that the Corporation of Calcutta has not 
been given sufficient opportunity to vindicate itself against the charges 
brought against it. What are the facts. Mr. Jitendralal Banner jee — ^to 
whom I shall refer later on before I resume ray seat, although it will 
not be any pleasure^ to me to refer to him— drew our attention to the 
two letters which were addressed to the Corporation by the Local Self- 
Government Department in June or July, 1932. I preside those letters 
contained several charges and asked the Corporation to deal with certain 
speoiho points raised therein. It is not the case that the CoipoiathMi 
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refused m repiy to these letters. So far as I have been able to gather, 
replies were sent to Government. Whether the replies were considered 
satisfactory or not by Government I cannot say bi^t replies were certainly 
sent. The Government, after it felt that it was its duty to introduce 
legislation for the purpose of ensuring that the affairs of the Corpora- 
tion improved, should have brought forward the proposals and placed 
them before the Corporation and asked for its opinion before Govern- 
ment finally made up its mind. This is a most important point which 
must not be forgotten. Unless something is radically wrong, I cannot 
believe that any responsible Government will come to a definite conclu- 
sion with regard to matters relating to a great, auionomous institution 
without giving it an opportunity of saying what it desires to say or has 
to say on the points raised, but that w’as not done in the present instance. 
Wliat was the procedure which the Hon’ble Minister adopted? The 
procedure was that the Bill w’as introduced into the Council without 
previously ascertaining the views of the Corporation. The Minister 
must have felt that he w^as doing something which was extraordinary 
in character. So w’e witnessed the spectacle of the Ministry of Local 
Self-Government publishing a statement in the columns of the news- 
papers before even the members of the Council had an opportunity of 
considering the Bill. ^ We in fact learnt about the attitude of Govern- 
ment not from any statement made by the Minister on the floor of the 
House but in the columns of the newspaper through a Government com- 
munique. And, Sir, how* apologetic was the tone of that conmuniquel 
How* anxious was the Minister to show* that no political reasons were 
compelling him to introduce this legi.slation ! Why this overanxiety to 
satisfy the public that there was nothing political about the measure? 
fWhy these advance j»rotestations ? Certainly an opportunity would 
have occurred to the Minister to formulate his policy on the floor of the 
House. He did so, because he knew* in his heart of hearts that what 
was being done by him w’as not being done decently and properly. 

Then the Bill came before the Council and it was referred to the 
Select Committee. It has been said-^I disagree entirely with the point 
of view* that has been expressed by my friend Mr. Shanti Shekharesw’ar 
Ray — that an invitation was issued by th^ Select Committee to the 
Corporation of Calcutta asking them to send three representatives if 
they so desired. That is mentioned in the report of the Select Com- 
mittee. 

But before I come to that stage, I think the Bill was forwarde<l to the 
Corporation by the Government after it was introduced. Reference has 
already been made by Mr. Momin to this. The Bill was placed before 
the Corporation. Now, Mr. Momin found fault with the resolution of 
the Corporation. The greatest fault of the Corporation lay in not having 
acM^ed his resolution ! (A voice: Undoubtedly). * The resolution 
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irliicli the Corporation passed was this. The Corporation expressed it#* 
opinion that the Bill was unnecessary and unjust and Jhen went on to* 
say that it was quite |)repared to send representatives who would meet 
Government, discuss matters with it and demonstrate to it that the BiH 
was really unacceptable and unworkable. I ask every member of the 
House what was the sin which the Corporation committed in having 
passed a resolution of that kind. Government made up its mind without 
referring the draft Bill to the Corporation at all, and surely the Corpora- 
tion was entitled to say that so far as its own opinion was concerned, the 
Bill was unacceptable; at the same time it was quite prepared to dis- 
cuss matters with Government. If, Sir, the intentions of the Govern- 
ment were bona fide, surely such a suggestion would have been accepted, 
for if the fault lay with anybody, I say it lay more with the Government 
than with the Corporation. The Hon’ble Minister, I am sorry to use 
the language, bungled the whole thing in a most miserable way. The 
Corporation passed that resolution. When the motion for reference 
to the Select Committee came, before the Council. I think reference 
was made to that resolution which annoyed the Minister very much, and 
he said that the matter had already passed the stage of any discussion. 
That surely was not an attitude which a responsible Minister could be 
expected to take up. 

Then the Bill went to the Select Committee. From there the alleged 
invitation was issued. The report of the Select Committee says that an 
invitation was extended to the Corporation. Now, let us look at the 
wording of the letter which was sent to the Corporation. The letter 
says : — 

“1 am directed to say that the Committee will be prepared to give a 
hearing to three representatives of the Corporation, if the Corporation 
desires to make any suggestions as to the workability of the detailed 
provisions. I am to add that it will not be in order to discuss the 
principles of the Bill which have already been accepted by the Bengal 
Legislative Council.^’ 

What is the tona of this letter.^ If, Sir, on receipt of this letter 
couched in such language,,,the Corporation said : “No, thank you. We 
are not prepared to discuss things with the Select Committee in the^ 
circumstances which you indicate in your letter," are we to say that 
the Corporation has done something which is open to serious objec- 
tion P The chief point is that the Corporation was anxious that the 
principles underlying this Bill should be discussed with Government 
before the measure was actually placed on the statute book ; and if the 
Corporation was defijdtitely told that the Select Committee was not in a 
position to discuss the principles of the Bill, but that its representatives 
might come and show to the members of the Select Committee how the 
Bill which was* thoroughly unworkable in character, could be i%ade 
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worka^d, and, if the Corporation refused to accept this invitation — if 
you call it an invitation — I do not think that there can he any legiti- 
mate oomplairft against it. 

Sir, as has been pointed out by Mr. Chatterjee, if the proposal for 
recommitment is carried, it will give us some time. It is absolutely 
necessary that this measure must, first of all, be fully and freely dis- 
cussed between the Government on the one hand and the Corporation 
on the other. Even now that can be done. Take for instance the ques- 
tion of audit, and surcharge. Well, so far as the detailed rules are con- 
cerned, it is to be explored how far these rules can be applied in prac- 
tice, and surely that is a matter which cannot be discussed on the floor 
of this House. We here are ignorant of how things are going on in 
the Corporation, so far as the detailed administration is concerned. 
This is a matter which must be discussed between the representatives of 
the Corpora tion^and the representatives of Government. So far as 
possibility of delay is concerned, I do not think that it really affects the 
situation, for, as has been pointed out, the Hon’ble Minister has been 
pleased to agree to the omission of the clauses which proposed to give 
retrospective effect to some of the provi.sions of the Bill. Sir, I do not 
know w’hat policy led the Hon’ble Minister to include those provisions 
in the original Bill, except tliat he did so in a vindictive spirit ; but I 
suppose he will still 'say that he wanted to be helpful. In any event, 
if we wait for a couple of montlis more, I do not sup])ose tlial any serious 
consequence is going to liappen. After all, so far as the employment of 
political offenders is concerned, it has been said that their number is 
only about dO or 40 out of a total of 5,000. Surely, us far as tlie possi- 
bility of their contributing to the lawlessne.ss of this city during the 
period is concerned, the Hon’ble Sir Bijoy Prasad Singh Hoy can safely 
leave the matter entirely to liis colleague, the Hon’ble Sir William 
Prentice, and I have no doubt that the latter will see that the activities 
of these persons do not interfere with the general administration of the 
city. 

Sir, I now come to Mr. Jitendralal Bannerjee’s speech. 1 am afraid 
I must confess that his speech has not surprised me. It is entirely con- 
sistent with the recent* policy of Mr. Bannerjee, a policy which made it 
possible for him to support the Hon'ble ^ir William Prentice in the 
passage of the Terrorist Bill. (Hear! hear!) It seems he has turned 
a new chapter in his life. We hope the chapter will not prove barren 
and his labours will bear fruit. We also hope he will remain loyal to 
his present love and not turn a fresh, a new chapter again or come back 
to his old position. After all, we cannot forget that in our generation 
there has been none who, more than Mr. Bannerjee, has contrilniied to 
rouse the passions of the youths of Calcutta and of Bengal and sow the 
seeds of unjipst against Government. He is now leaving his past 
activities behind and proceeding along a new path. ^ 

1 ? 
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Sir, before I sit down, I should, however, like to enter an emjdiatio^ 
protest against the manner of his reference to the halloaed name of tlm 
late Sir ^kirendranath JBanerjea. Mr. Jitendralal Banner jee should not 
forget that he is one of those very persons who openly opposed Sit 
Surendranath and abused him in the evening of his life, in a manner 
which was unworthy of anyone, especially of a staunch follower as he 
claims to be. It is most undesirable that we should drag into a debate of 
this kind the name of a dead person — let us leave the dead alone. If We 
do so in this case, and do it in the way in which Mr. Bannerjee has done, 
it will be an insult to Sir Surendranath ^s memory. I feel sure, Sir, that^ 
if Sir Surendranath were alive to-day, he would have been ashamed not 
only of the Hon’ble Minister who has prided himself on this measure 
but also of Mr. Jitendralal Bannerjee, his alleged follower, who now 
finds it possible to support the Bill. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Sir, I regret that during 
the last few hours of debate many of us have carried it to a pitch which 
showed that it was not a debate as to whether the Corporation Bill 
should be passed or not; it seemed rather a debate of no-confidence 
against the Minister or a debate of abuses and personal reflections 
against other members of this House. I very much regret the tone of 
the debate. With a view to get the Bill recommitted, and that too in 
a hurry, some people have not hesitated to attribute personal motives, 
which should not have been done. I think that in judging a measure 
of this character, which is of very far-reaching importance — not only to 
Government but to all self-governing bodies — one should expect the 
Legislature to carry on the debate in a manner as would .avoid all 
personal reflections and confine itself to the merits of the question. I 
very much regret, Sir, that some of my friends have even gone to the 
length of delving into past history of some men. I very much regret 
that Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu has gone to the length of reminding 
Mr. Momin that he is an ex-Comraissioner. The map of life of everyone 
is public property, and I think that if anyone wants to tar it, he can 
easily do so. • 

Sir, at the very outset ^ must make my position clear. Even at this 
stage I wish it were possible for the Corporation and the Government to 
come to an understanding as to how this Bill might be passed, and 
nobody would be more glad than myself if it could be done. I do feel it 
is not in the best interests of the country that an institution like the 
Corporation should be fighting and quarrelling with Government. If it 
comes to that, it is the Corporation of Calcutta on which the blame 
should rest. And it is quite in the fitness of things that there should be., 
an understanding between the Government and the Corporation, 
is responsible for giving life and vitality to a very largd section of ^ 
people of this province. Therefore, I may say at once that if it 
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possible iFfen at this last stage for the Bengal Legislative Council to 
diow me ♦ way j;o avoid this complication, I would be the first man to 
adopt it. (Mr. B. C. Chatterjee: Now, too late.) But, unfortunately, 
no defiifite proposal has yet come in, and I am afraid that at this late 
hour I should not discuss anything more because we have gone too far. 
I am, also, afraid that the mover of the motion and the supporters have 
not discussed the problem from the point of view of constitutional law 
or the law of nature. (Laughter.) If my friends want the Bill to be 
recommitted, and again want the Corporation to discuss its principles, 
'1 feel that they are putting themselves in a contradictory position. 
Even if the proposal be accepted that the Bill be recommitted, what 
would be the effect? Its effect would be that the princii>les would be 
accepted by the Legislature and the Select Committee, and, subject to 
the acceptance of those principles, a workable formula would have to be 
found by which tSe Bill could be carried through. I very much regret. 
Sir, -that although the opportunity w^as given— and given by even a 
subservient Legislature — to the ('alcutta Corporation, that o]>portunity 
was not availed of. Then what is the position of this Legislature? 

We, the members of the Select Committee, asked the Corporation 
representatives to discuss and arrive at a workable formula, subject to 
the acceptance to the principles of the Bill. Two principles only were 
involved. The first was that the Corporation should not employ people 
who have been convicted of certain political offences or offences involv- 
ing moral turpitude, except under scrutiny by Government. The second 
principle involved in this Bill is that if there is any illegal or irregular 
expenditure, or expenditure which is not justifiable by the rules and 
regulations* of the Corporation, the sanction of Government should be 
obtained to such expenditure and tliat the amount involved should be 
reimbursed by the Corporation. If these are the two principles involved 
in the Bill, then I do not see why the Corjmration should have refused 
to send their representatives to appear before the Select Committee to 
discuss matters in detail in order to find out a workable formula, or even 
to put the Bill in a new form, if it wps possible, subject to the accept- 
ance of the principles I have mentioned. My friends who have argued 
the case of the Corporation have put it very strongly. If it is not desired 
that people who have be^n convicted of crimes of a heinous nature should 
be allowed to be employed by the Corporation, it was certainly open to 
the Corporation to come forward with concrete proposals. 

Sir, I do not say that the Bill is a perfect one ; in fact, there are many 
imperfections in it. But kindly consider the position of the Select Com- 
miltee which had not the assistance of the Corporation in considering 
i %efMiure of this magnitude which vitally affects the interests of the 
^ tfcrporation and*which has certainly given rise to a good deal of agitatiou 
' imd controversy in the country. Sir, if the Select Committee had the 
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fMsigtancd of the Calcutta Corporation, a matter to which I hare already 
irtferred, and if the Corporation had been wise enough ^o send its repr^ 
.aentatives to the Select Committee, I think it would have been possible 
for the Select Committee to do much better than what they have dope. 

Sir, let us consider the other principle involved. My friend. Dr.* 
Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta, has attached too much importance to^he^ 
political aspect of the question, although I do not myself attach 
least importance to it. I consider the other aspects of the question toJ 
be of far-reaching importance. Supposing this Bill is passed — as is very 
likely — I would once again ask my friends, who have defended the 
Corporation, to tell me why is it that the Corporation refused to be re- 
presented before the Select Committee in regard to the matter of audit 
and other matters. The Corporation migh have refused the invitation in 
regard to the matter of the employment of political ^offenders. I feel, 
Sir, that the Corporation has, on the whole, behaved itself in a manner 
which has put us into a difficult situation: We are, therefore, faced 
with the alternative of either rejecting the principles which the House 
has already accepted or altogether preventing the Bill from being put 
into the statute bo{)k. I am afraid that the time has come when we 
should decide whether the House accepts tlie two principles of the Bill, 
which I have already enumerated. I w'ant to make my position clear. 
Although I admit that the Bill cannot claim perfection, yet in the 
circumstances I have mentioned the Select ('ommittee could not have 
presented a better Bill before the House. If it were possible for this 
House through that machinery to get more facts, possibly it could have 
got them. But as it is, w'e have accepted the principle and I feel that 
there is no other alternative for this House but to stick to that principle 
and subject the Bill to detailed discussions on tliose clauses as it might 
pick up at the stage the Bill is taken uj) for consideration. I feel, 
therefore, that so far as the Bill is concerned it would be much better to 
deal with it on its merits, and not with the question as to whether or not 
we should accept the principle involved in the motions for recommittal. 
As I have already said, tlie only course which is open to us is to stick to 
the principle which was accepte(f at the stage^wlien the House sent the 
Bill to Select Committee^ 1 have not yet heard that there is any other 
principle except that, people convicted of certain crimes should not be 
taken in in the Corporation as its employees. Well, it may be argued 
that certain forms of crime should he excluded from the category of the 
crimes which lead to disqualification ; but that may be discussed at the 
eonsideration stage, and if necessary a new section might be later on 
inserted w'hen the Bill is judged purely on its merits. It may be that a 
certain number of men might be convicted of heinous crimes— crimes 
which revolt the sense of human society — ^and the question is whether 
auch men should be allowed to come into the Corporation service or noW- 
•^hcat alstr should be considered. I say that so far as the Bill is concerned 
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all that it is that it would not be a perpetual bar to their appoints i 
nwni, hut it is only a question of their being appointed subject to th» 
sanction of Govefnment. My friends Mr. B. C. Cliatterjee and Titendra- 
lal Pannerjee have recently come back froA England, and I 
do not know how things are proceeding thei*e, but my impression is that 
if not next year, at least in the course of a year and a half the whole 
"^yitem of constitutional government of our province will be radically 
" -blrtiiged. After that a Minister responsible to the Legislature will 
ekercise his power of controlling appointments in the Calcutta Corpora- 
tion and that control will mean simply that men who have been convicted 
of a certain type of heinous crime will not be permitted to enter the 
service of the Corporation. If that is so, 1 do not know why you are 
asking that he should not have that power now. You may say that the 
present Government is not responsible to this Legislature, but has not 
this House even m^w got the right to bring in a motion of censure in case 
it is found that under the cloak of this Rill Government is misusing its 
power or exercising it in a manner which is not worthy of the dignity of 
the Government y I, therefore, take it that so far as the first principle 
is concerned, in view of tlie fact that the House has already accepted the 
principle of the Bill and in view of the fact that there is no other opinion 
before this House which can justify us to go back on that priiK'iple, I 
feel that this House has no other alternative but to stick to tlio principle 
whicli it recognised when it agreed to refer the Bill to the Selecd Com- 
mittee. 

As to the second principle, what is there objectionable in it y It 
means nothing more than that certain provisions should be made to 
ensure the yroper finamdal administration of a local body. Sir, 1 am as 
much anxious as anybody else tliat tlie local bodies should be autonomous 
in their administration, but I have already made my position absolutely 
clear in my speech when the Bill was introduced, that even the local 
bodies at the present stage of their development recjuire a good deal of 
control as regards the administration of their finances. 1 say, being 
connected with the administration of several local bodies for years past, 
that it would be to the interest of the people, to the interest of the local 
bodies themselves and of Government, and in fact, of everybody con- 
cerned that there should be some check on •these authorities in this 
matter. Sir, all men are human and they cannot claim that they will 
always be able to observe financial purity, but if that financial purity 
is not observed, we must lay down canons and rules to guide these local 
bodies, and if they are violated there should be some authority to check 
those violations. At present there is such a provision in the Bengal 
Mtinicipal Act but the Calcutta Municipal Act has none, and I feel that 
it is the opinion—an opinion with which I fully agree— -not only of those 
who are outside ^he Corporation, but also of those who are rate-payers of 
dalcutta, as well as of certain members of the Calcutta Corporation, that 
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it 18 not a day too Boon when such a proTision should be enacted. H 
that is so, what is our justification for recommitting the Bill 
as this part of the Bill is concerned ? If the Bill is divided into' 
parts, it is open to the House to reject the first part and carry on w!t% 
the second. If it is the opinion of those who are connected with tW 
financial administration of the Corporation that they should pass scmpe' 
legislation on these lines, why should we stand in their way if that legis> 
lation is brought forward not a day too soon? I feel, therefore, thiijt 
the present time is one for refusing the recommittal motion at this stage 
and for discussing the Bill on its merits. 


Adjournmant. 

The Council was then adjourned till 3 p.m., on Friday, Ih^ Ist 
September, at the Council House, Calcutta. 
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Efdfeiiinngt of the Beofal Legislative Council assembled under 
the pVovisions of the Government India Act. 

e 

^ ^Phe Council met in the Council Chamber in the Council House, 
Oidcutta, on Friday, the Ist September, 1933, at 3 p.m. 

Pmant. 

Mr. President (the Hon’ble Raja Sir Manmatha N^ath Ray Chau- 
DHURi, KT., of Santosh), in the Cliair^ the four HoifHBle Members of 
the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers, and 109 nominated 
and elected members. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Quininesold by post offices in the KishoreganJ subdivision, Myrnentingh. 

s 

M41. Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (a) Will 
the Hon’ble Minister in charge of the liocal Self-Government Depart- 
ment be pleased to state — 

(t) what quantities of quinine were .sold during each of the months 
, of May and June, 1933, by the post offices of Sararchar and 
Katiadi in the subdivision of Kishoreganj in Myiuensingh; 

(li) whether it is a fact that the said post offices get their supplies 
of quinine from the Pre.sidency Jail at inter\'al8 of 0 to 15 
days and that these are exhausted in a few hours and that 
the people are consequently unable to purchase any quinine 
from the said post offices during the interval ; and 

(m) whether they, are aware tEat almost cent, per cent, of the 
population of the areas under tlye aforesaid post offices are 
affected by malaria of a serious and epidemic ty[)e and that 
the demand for quinine from those post offices is many times 
more than the actual supply through them? 

’ If the answer to (o) (itt) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 

Ulster be pleased to state why the aforesaid post offices are not 
allowed to sell quinine according to the full demand for the same ? 

(c) Is it nof a fact that the Government have got a largo stock of 
quinine P 
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mm SYED MA4ID BAKSH: When did the Hon’ble Member 
come to know of the outbreak of malaria? 

Tlie Hon'bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROYl I want notice. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What wae the reenlt 

of nis investigation? 

The Hon^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is uudor con- 
sideration, and it would be premature to disclose it. 


Quinine supply to the district board of Mymensingh. 

M42. Babu SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (a) Will 

the Hon’ble Minister in charpe of tlie Local Sclf-Oovernnient Depart- 
ineiit be pleased to state — 

(?) what is the total quantity of quinine sold to the district board 
of Mymensingh and what is the cjuantity siqiplied frt*e dur- 
ing 1933-34 so far, and what cjuantity out of the samc^ has 
been already spent ; and 

(ii) what were the quantities sold, and Hup|>liecl free, resiHM’tively, 
last year in 1932-33 to the said district !)oarcl of Mymen- 
singh? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware* that the said district board will 
reciuire a tar larger supply of cjuinine this yc*ar owing to thc‘ very 
serious and Widespread outbreak of malaria in the district of Mymeii- 
singh ? 

(c) Is the Hon’ble Minister also aware that most of the district 
board dispensaries in Mymensingh qre rec*eiving a poor supply of 
quinine and repeated complaints are being made to the distric t board 
by the doctors in charge and the public? 

(d) What steps, if any, have the Government taken or pro|)OHe 
taking to keep the district board well stocked with cjuinine to meet nil 
emergencies ? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) A statement 
is laid on the table. 

(b) This may be presumetl to be probable. 

(c) The dispensaries are reported to have been given emergent 
fiiipplies. Government have no information as to such complaints. 

(d) Govemflfient have made special grants of quinine. They can- 
not, however, assume the responsibility for keeping any district iKiard 
supplied with quinine in the manner suggested. 
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Statement referred to in the reply to starred question No. 142 (a). 


(i) 1933-34. 




Quantity 
sold to 
district 
board. 

Quantity 
fupi^ied 
free up 
to August 
23. 

Total. 

Quantity 
spent 
up to 
August 

10. 



Ibe. 

Ibe. 

Ibe. 

lbs. 

Quinine 

Cinchona 

. . 

229 

032 

200 

500 

■I 

359 

1,182 


Total 

1,161 


1,861 j 

1,541 


(ii) 1932-33. 




Quantity 
sold to 
district 
board. 

Quantity 

supplied 

free. 

Total. 



Ibe. 

— 

lbs. 

Quinine 


185 

HH 

185 

(^chona 


427 


677 


Total 

612 

250 

802 


Repair af roads by Tippera distriot fioard. 

•143. Babu KHETTER MOHAM RAY: (o) Is the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department aware — 

(f) that the district board of Tippera have ceased to repair, for 
some yearsj five or six* roads under their control in or near 
about the town of Comilla; * 

(ti) that the people of* the district in general, and particularly the 
inhabitants of the town of Comilla, have been put to incon- 
venience and suffering owing to the condition of the roads; 

(m) that the roads in question are important roads and one of theq|i 
is the Railway approach road to the Comilla Railway station*; 
and 

(iv) that these roads are full of big ruU and holes in which poeds 
are formed in the rains and are impassable in the rains for 
the pedestrians and the wheeled vehicles? 
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<6) liave tine Govemment received any representation on the subject 
from &e District Magistrate of Tippera, the district board and the 
Comilla Municipality or any of them ? 

(c) If the answer to (6) is in the affirmative, Vhat steps, if any, are 
being taken in the matter? 


Tha Hon'Ma Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a)(i) For the 

past three seasons the district board have carried out no repairs on cer- 
tain roads within or just outside municipal limits. 

(it) They have been put to inconvenience. 

(Hi) Yes. 

(iv) Their condition is reported to be bad : they are full of pot-holes 
where water accumulates: but it i.s understood that they are not 
impassable. » 

.(h) No. 

(c) Does not arise. 

Babir KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Have the OovernnuMit enquired 
why the District Board of Tippera have ceased to repair the roads? 

The Hofl’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The district board 
think that the duty of repairing these roads lies with the municipality. 


BahU KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Are not these roads under the 
control of the district boards.*^ 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, they are for 
the time being. 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Have the Government taken any 
•teps to decide the matter of controversy which has arisen between the 
District Board and the Municipality of Comilla? 

Th« Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SIN^H ROY: The Commieeioner 
liae made inquiries on <he subject. 


Penonnel of the Previnoial Read Board. 

•144. Rai Bahadur BATYENORA KUMAR DAS: («) Will the 
Bon’ble Minister in chargei of the Local Self-Government Department 
be {deased tc^ state the personnel of the Provincial Boad Board of 
BengalF 
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(6) How many meetings of the Roa4 Board were held during the 
ear 1932 and up to July, 1933, and where? 

. . * 

(c) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to lay on the table a 

ummary of the proceedings of the meetings of the Boad Board held 
p to this time ? 

(d) What is the total contribution of the Central Road Board to 
he Provincial Road Board of Bengal and how has the money been 
xpended ? 

(e) What are the amounts of contribution to the Dacca aud 
iarayanganj municipalities and Dacca and Mymensingh district 
oards in the year 1933? 

The Hen’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; (a) A statement 
» laid on the table. 

(h) Nine meetings were held up to July, 1933, of which two were 
eld in 1932. All the meetings were held in Writers' Buildings, 
Jalcuttn. 

(c) The proceedings are voluminous and a summary of them could 
,ot be i>repared without an exiienditure of time and energy which 
rould not in the opinion of Goveniment be justified. 

(d) The total contribution received from the Central Road Fund 
mounts to Rs. 41,14,151. A statement showing the allotments made 
p to date from the Road Development Fund is placed on the table. 

(e) No contribution has yet been made in the year 1933 to the 
>cal boilies refened to. 


’tatement referred to in the reply to starred question No, 144 (a). 

List of Membeh.s of the Provincial Road Board. 

1. The Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government 

Department, President, 

2. Secretary' to the Goverament of Bengal, - Finance Department. 

3. Secretary to the' Government of Bengal, Public Works 

Depaidment. 

4. Secretary to the Government of Bengal, Local Self-Govern- 

ment Department. 

5. Chief Engineer, Public Works Department. 

6. Rai Eeshab jP'handra Banarji Bahadur, Chairman, 

Dacca district board, 

7. Raja Moni Loll &ngh Roy, c.i.e., Chairmen, Burdwaa 

district board. 



l9S8.f QUESTIONS. 173 

8/ Maulvi Jalaluddin Akmad, C3idirman, Chittagong district 

bof^d. 

9. Maulvi Syed Nausher Ali, m.l.c., Chairman, Jessore district 
board. 

10. Sir Walter Lancelot Travers, kt., c.i.e., o.b.e., m.l.c. 

11. Rai A. C. Banerjee Bahadur, representative of the Bengal 

National Chamber of Commerce. 

12. Mr. H. H. Burn, representative of the Bengal Chamlier of 

Commerce. 

13. Mr. H. G. Cooper, representative of the Indian Roads and 

Transport Development Association. 

14. Mr. D. H. Keelan, Deinity Chief Commercial Manager, East 

Indian Railway, repiesentative of the Railways in Western 
Bengal. 

15. Colonel F. M. lieslie, v.d., representative of the Automobile 

Association of Bengal. 

16. The Traffic Manager, Eastern Bengal Railway, ex-officio 

representative of Railways in Eastern Bengal. 

17. Mr, A. H. C. Rostron, representative of the Motor Industries 

Association. 


Statement referred to in the reply to starred question Ao. 144 (d), 
showiny the allotment made from the Road Development Fund. 


Name of i)roject. 

1930-31. 

1931-32. 

1932-33. 

1933-34. 

Total. 

Grand Trunk Hoad 

Calcutta- JesHore Koad 
Diamond Harbour Koad 
Pabna-Ishurdi Road 
Mamamati-Barkanfa lload ^ 
Ooshpara Boad 
Mymensingh-Taiigaii Road 
Dacca-Narayanganj Road 
Magura-Jhenida Hoad 

Ita. 

•1,99,888 

70,000 

1,70.000 

1,113 

Re. 

4,42,292 

2.50.000 

2.7.5.000 

*1,30,000 

Kb. 

2.. 30.0.50 
1,60,(MK» 
1,76,(K)0 

6,199 

1,05,000 

1.00. 000 
50,000 

1.0. 5.000 

1.00. 000 

Ks. 

0,500 

3,(XKJ 

1,00,000 

42,400 

l,r>0,0(K) : 

Km. 

8,78,730 

4.80.000 
6,24, 0(X) 
1,07,312 
2,77,4W 

2, 50, mm 

60,000 

1.05.000 
1,00,000 

Total 

4,41,001 

10,97,292 

10,32,249 

3,01,900 

28,72,442 


Rai Bahadur SATYENDRA KUMAR DAS: What has become of 
the surplus balance of about Rs. 13,00,000 still lying undisposed of? 

Tha Hon’ila Sir BIJOY PRASAD SINCH ROY: There are schemes 
a|aiiist that. The work is going on. • 
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Bftbti KHETTER MOHAN RAYt With regard to the conatitutio 
of a Provincial Hoad Board, has the Chittagong JHvision bee 
represented in itP , 

The HOfl’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, there is th 
Chairman of the Chittagong District Board in the Road Board. 

Mauivi SYED MAJID BAKSH: Wilh regard to No. 10 in th 
statement, is the Ilon’ble Minister aware that Sir William Travers lef 
the shores of India about two years ago? 

The Hon’ble Sir RUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Is the hon’bl 
member aware that he has already come back? (Laughter.) 

r 

Babu SATYA KINKAR SAHARA; Why in the list of projects.m 
road in Western Bengal is mentioned? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The Grand Trunl 
Road is in Western Bengal. The Calcutta-Jessore Road, the Diamonc 
Harbour Road, the Gbosepara Road and Magura ^Road are in Westeri 
Bengal. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI: With regard to the statement 
why has not the Burdwan-Arambagb Road been included in the list! 

The Hon'bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The road has been 
included in the five years’ list, but the work has not yet commenced. 
Therefore, it is not shown here. 


Fitfidpiir Munidpeiity. 

•14S. Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: (a) Will the Hon’ble Minis- 
ter in charge of the Local ' Self-Government Department be pleased to 
state— 

(i) whether there is any elected Commissioner of the scheduled 

castes in the Faridpur Municipality; and 

(ii) whether any member of the scheduled castes has been nomi- 

nated to that municipality? 


(6) Is the Hon’ble Miniver aware that besides other qualified can- 
didates there are a number of lawyers belonging to the scheduled 
castes paying rates who are residents of the Faridpur Municipelifyf 
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The Ifon’M* Sir BUOY PRASAD SiNCH ROY: (a) and (6) An 

the find list ofi scheduled castes has not yet been published Govern- 
ment are not in a position to give the information desired. 


BilNI AMULYADHAN RAYi According to the present list, has 
any member from the scheduled caste been nominated to the Faridpur 
Municipality ? 

The HotiPhle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: There is no list of 
scheduled castes at present. 


Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: Then where is the list of scheduled 
castes ? • 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is under prepa- 
ration. 


Mr. P. N. GUHA: Is it not a fact that a list of the scheduled castes 
is appended to the White Paper? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is only a 
provisional list. 


Eleotiofis under the new Bengal Mtinioipal Act. 

M46. Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: (a) Will the Hmrble Minis- 
ter in charge of the Local Self-Government Department bo pleased ti> 
state— 

(?) in how many municipalities *have there l)een elections under 
the new Bengal Municipal Act; and 

(ii) whether in any municipality any member of the scheduleiT 
castes has secured any general seat by election? 

(b) If the answer to (a) (ii) is in the affirmative, what are the 
name and caste of the Commissioner or Commissioners and the name 
of the municipality or municipalities to which they have been elected f 

(c) Will tJhe'Hon^ble Minister be pleased to state whether in every 

newly-constituted municipality the depressed classes have secured 
nou^pation ? * 
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{d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, will the Hon^We 
Minister be pleased to state the names and castes of t^e Commissioners 

the scheduled cotj^tes who have been ncnninated and the names of 
ihe municipalities? 

(e) Will the Hon^ble Minister be pleased to state the names of 
the newly-constituted municipalities where the scheduled castes have 
not been nominated, with their population in those municipalities? 

Tho Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) (i) 51. 

(a) (n), (h), ((f) and (c) The member is referred to the reply to 
Ills previous question. 

(c) No. 


Malaria in Tippera. 

•147. Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: («) Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department be pleased 
io state — 

(i) whether he is aware that malaria has been raging virulently in 
several areas in the district of Tippera ; and 

(//) whether any representation has been received from the district 
board of Tippera on the subject of malaria epidemic in that 
district? 

(6) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to lay on the table a 
statement showing for Tippera district the total number of deaths 
from malaria — 

(/) ill and 

(/■/) in tlie months of January, February, March, April, May and 
June, 1933? 

(c) Have the (ioverniiieiit received any representation from the 
public of Comilla about the outbreak of malhria epidemic in the dis*. 
trict of Tippera urging Hhe Government to take steps to prevent the 
progress of the disease and also praying for medical aid and quinine 
to the affected areas? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, what steps, if any, 
4iave been taken by the Government in this matter? 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) (t) and (n) 

The Tippera district bofi|rd have reported to the Director of Public 
Health that a malaria epidemic prevails in some villages. It is noSj 
^lieved to be. of a virulent type. 
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(6) statement is laid on the table. 

(c) No. TJie Director of 

Public Health was sent various 

representations. 

• 

(d) .The member is referred 
question No. 99 of this session. 

to the reply given to his starred 

Statement referred, to in the reply to starred question No. 147 (b). 

Number of deatlis 

Year. 

from malaria. 

1932 

1933— 

... 8,747 

J anuary 

... 942 

February 

... 71G 

Marcli 

... 736 

April 

721 

May 1 

June j 

Not available. 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: What nteps bavr been taken 
regarding the supply of medical aid and quinine in the affected areas f 

Tbe Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: An exOa supply 
of quinine has been given. 

Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Besides the supply of c|uinine. was 
any other^medical aid given? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 


Thermal treatment of eholera. 

*148. Mauivi HASSAN ALI: (ft) Will the Hon’bW Minister in 
charge of the Local Self-Government Department be pleased to state 
whether a petition No. G. 117, dated the Mth November, was 

submitted by one Dr. N. K. Chakra verty, of Thermo-Medical liaborutory 
at Dinajpur, to his department requesting thereby to accept his scheme 
for thermal treatment of cholera in Bengal? 

(h) If the reply to {a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon'ble 
Minister be pleased to state whether any reply was given to the said 
petitioner to his petition? If not, why not? 

Tlif Nofi’Wi Sir BIMY PRASAD SINGH ROYS (a) No. 

^ (1): Does not arise. 

♦ . 


n 



M ' OTTESttOi^S. [IsrStop*., 

Darjaeffiig antf Pmato SiortUiyt Preti^ 

M49. Rai Bahadur GOKUL CHAND BURAL: (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Member in charge of the Finance Department be pleased to 
state what action has been taken on the recommendation of the Bengal 
Betrenchment Committee, 1932, for the abolition of the Darjeeling and 
Private Secretary’s Presses as well as the post of one Deputy Superin- 
tendent in the Bengal Government Press, Alipore? 

(h) If no action has been taken, what are the reasons therefor? 

MEMBER in oharga of FINANCE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
Mrt Jt A. Woodhead): (a) and (h) It has been decided to retain the 
Darjeeling Branch Press for so long as Government moves to Darjeeling 
for two periods in the year. The establishments of the Darjeeling 
Branch Press and the Private Secretary’s Press have been reduced, and 
the post of Manager, Darjeeling Branch Press, will he abolished with 
effect from the Slst October, 1933. Charge of the Branch Press will 
after that date be held by a Deputy Superintendent or an overseer of 
the Chetla Press. 

The post of third Deputy Superintendent o*f the Bengal Govern- 
ment Press will be replaced by a cheaper post of Assistant Deputy 
Superintendent as soon ns an existing post of Deputy Superintendent 
is permanently vacated by retirement or otherwise. 


UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(antwert to which were laid on the table) 

Revenue Sale Law. 

55. Bahu SATItH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (a) Is the 

Hon’ble Member in charge of the Revenue Department aware — 

(i) that co-sharer landlords who have paid their shares of revenue 
of joint estates are often taken by surprise by the report of 
sales of estates behind their back of which they were not 
aw^are before sale; 

(tf) that landlords generally find it difficult at this time of economic 
crisis to collect revenue in time ; and 

(m) that the absence provision in the Revenue Sale Law far set* 
ting aside sale on deposit is causing both tHe landlords and 
co-sharer landlords loss and hardship? 
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(h) la the Hon ’bk Member aware that provision for setting aside 
sale on ^posit exists in all sale laws, including the Patni Sale Law, 
the Public Denfands Recovery Act, the Civil Procedure Code, and the 
Bengal Tenancy Act? • 

(c) Are the Government considering the advisability of introducing 
legislation at an early date to amend the Revenue Sale liaw by provid- 
ing for the cancellation of revenue sales by deposit within one month? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the negative, will the Hon’ble Member 
be pleased to state the reasons for not bringing the Revenue Sale I^aw 
inlo conformity with the law’s mentioned in (6)? 

MEMBER in charge of REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the Hon*blt 
•Ir Provaeh Chunder Mitter): (a) (i) No. 

(u) Yes. • 

{Hi) No. 

{!)) Yes. 

(c) No. 

{d) Because it would result in greater delay in realisation of 
revenue as the number of defaullers w’ould increase and payment oould 
be deferred till after file sale with impunity, and because the tendency 
would be to offer lower prices. Further the discretionary pow’er of 
allow’ing exemption from sale, which is exercised with due regard to 
circumstances, is sufficient and amendment of the law is not necessary, 
and punctuality of payment w'as one of the conditions of the permanent 
settlement^ 


Platforms at the Gouripur-Myrnensingh station. 


56. Mauivi ABDUL HAKIM: (a) Will the Hon^ble Member in 
charge of the Public Works (Railways) Department be pleased to state 
whether it is a fact that at the Mymensingh Railw*ay station there are 
platforms for Eastern Bengal Railway trains but none for the Assam- 
Bengal Railway trains? 

(b) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that the absence of any platform 
for the Assam-Bengal Railway is causing inconvenience to passengers 
and particularly lady passengers? 

(c) Is the Hon’ble Member also aware— 

« 

(i) that the Gouripur-Mymensingh station is one of the biggest 
railway junctions on the Assam-Bengal Railway; 

(it) that there is no platform at the said station; « 

# 
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{Hi) that in the absence of any platform at the Gouripnr-Mymen* 
singh station the passengers have to suffer inconvenience, 
particularly when the two trains stand side by dde ,* and 

(iv) that the said station is resorted to by passengers, many of whom 
are zamindars and other respectable men? 

(d) Are the Government contemplating drawing the attention of 
the proper authorities to these matters? 

(e) Is the Hon'ble Member aware that arrangements are made for 
the provision of wooden steps for the use of passengers, particularly 
lady i)a88engers, in most stations wdiere there are no platforms? 

(/) If the answer to (e) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
considering the desirability of taking steps in consultation with the 
proper authorities to make arrangements for the supply" of wooden steps 
at the Gouripur-Mymensingh station for the use of the passengers and 
particularly lady passengers? 

MEMBER in charge of PUBLIC WORKS (RAILWAYS) DEPART- 
MENT (the Hon’ble Mfi J, A. Woodhead): (a) A rail level platform, 
which is the usual type for metre-gauge brunch lines of the Mymen- 
singh-llhairah Bazar Railway standard, has been provided at Mymen- 
singh station for tlie Assam-Bengnl Railway trains. For the Eastern 
Beng’al Railw'ay trains there is one platform 10 inches above rail level 
and two rail level platforms. 

(h) Platforms above rail level are admittedly more convenient than 
platforms at rail level. 

(c) (?) It is an important junction, 

(it) Rail level platforms have been provided. 

(ttt) V/de reply to (h) above. 

(tr) Yes. 

(d) No. 

(e) Yes, ' 

(/) Four sets of wooden steps for use of passengers have been avail- 
able at Gouripur-Mymensingh for several years. 


Mailivi ABDUL HAKIM: With reference to (d)^ why are not the 
Government willing to draw the attention of the proper authorities to 
this matter? 

The Hoil*Wc Mf« At WOODHEAD: Because Government do not 
think it necessary to suggest that a raised platform should be provided. 
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Edible lUh oil. 

57. Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT:*(ii) U the Ilon’bU 
Minister in charge of the I.ocal Self-Government Department aware — 

(i) that a large quantity of hardened fish oil is iinpoited into 
Calcutta and throughout Bengal and sold at a very ('heap 
rate as “Edible hardened fish oil“; 

(it) that by process of hardening all kinds of marine animal oils 
of loathsome nature are purified and transformed into an 
odourless stuff simulating margarine; and 

(tii) that in Europe and America much objection lias been raised 
against sucli artificially purified products l>eing introduced 
as articles of food? 

(%) Is there any guarantee that this “Edible hardened fish oil” is 
manufactured only from high grade fish oil? 

(c) Are the Government considering the desirability of taking steps 
to check the import of such artificial products — 

(i) when pushed as articles of food; and 

(ii) on religious and hygienic grounds? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, what steps do the Gov- 
ernment profwse taking in this connection? 


The Hc^’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) (i) Govern* 
ment are aware that increasing (quantities of “Edible fish oil“ have 
been imported into (-alcutta during the last few years: they liave no 
information as to its sale or as to hardened fish oil. 

(ii) Government have no information on this point, but the Director 
of Public Health has arranged to analyse samples if obtainable. 

(Hi) Government havf no inforni(*tioD. 

(h) No. 

(c) Not at pre.sent. 

(d) Does not arise. 

Rti Bthailur Dr, HARIDHAN DUTT: With reference to (ii), why 
is the sample not obtainable when it is sold in the market? 

Tht Hon’blS Sir BUOY PRASAD BINCH ROY: I inquired of the 
Director of Public Health, and he says that it is not obtainable. With 
mn^ difficulty I believe he has secured some quantity.* 
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Rai Batalhir Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Is not the t’nblic Health 
Department there for watching over these matters? 


Tht HOfl’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: In Calcutta the 
work is done by the Corporation. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: I am not speaking of Calcutta 
but of the whole of Bengal. 

The Hofl'bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Government have 
no information that it was being sold in this province. 


Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: If the Hob ble Minister had 
made inquiries of the Calcutta Corporation, he could have got any 
quantity of this oil long ago. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: I cannot allow you to make a speech. What is 
your question.^ 


Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Was an inquiry made from 
the Calcutta Corporation? 


The Hon*ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I have already 
asked the Director of Public Health to find out the position about this 
edible oil, and I am sure he will put himself in touch with the 
Corporation. 


Taaohing staff of tht Isiamia Colitgt, Caloutta. 

( 

5S. Mr. A. K. FAZL^UL HUQ: Will the Hon’ble Minister in 
charge of the Education 'Department be pleased to state — 

(i) the names of the Professors and Lecturers at present in the 
Isiamia College, Calcutta; 

(n) the academical qualifications of each such Professor or 
liecturer; and 

(iti) the rate of pay of each Professor or Lecturer? 


MINISTER in tliaf«t tf EDUCATION DEPARTMENT <ilin 
HtfPblt Mr. Khmja Naiimiiddin): A statement is laid on the tab|e* 
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• 

Namee of teachers. 

Academical qualifications. 

t 

Rate of pay 
per mensem. 


/ — Professors. 


Rs. 

1. 

Mr J. W. Holme (part-time 
Professor), Professor of 
English. 

M. A. (Liverpool) 

300 (fixed). 

2. 

Maulvi A. F. M. Abdul 
Kadir, Professor of Arabu* 
and Persian. 

M.A. (AUahabad). Class I, 
Arabic, Madrasah Final 
(Calcutta and Punjab). 

flOO* B.E.S. 

3. 

Maulvi Ataul Hakim, Pro- 
fessor of Mathematics. 

M.A. (Mathematics, Class I, j 
Arabic, Class 11). ^ 

-ftO* B.E.S. 

4 . 

Maulvi Md. Zaburul Islam, 
Professor of IJistory. 

M.A. (History, Class I), B.L. | 

380* H.E.8. 

«•. 

Babu Sudhansu Kumar 
Guha Thakurta, Professor 
of Economics. 

M.A. (Economics, Ist in Class 

I). 

380* B.E.S. 

6. 

Maulvi Kazemuddin Ahmad, 
Professor of Philosophy. 

M.A. (Philosophy) 

420* B.E.S. 

7. 

Maulvi Syed Mozaffaruddin, 
Professor of Arabic and 
Persian. • 

M.A. (Arabic and Persian), 
Madrasah Final, Na^lwa, 
Lucknow. 

340* B.E.S. 

8. 

Babu Narayan Das Basu, 
Professor of Physics. 

M.Sc. (Physics, Class 1) 

380* B.E.S. 

0 . 

Dr. Satya Ranjan Das 
Gupta, Professor of Chemis- 
try. 

M.Sc. (Cal.), Dr. Ing. (Darms- 
tadt). 

380* B.E.S. 


I T — Lecturer*. 



1. 

Maulvi Md. Tahir Jamil, 
Lecturer in Englisli. 

M.A. (English, Class II in 
Group B and Class 111 in 
Group A). 

(Rs. 1/H)— 10— 400.) 
210 

2. 

Maulvi Quazi Akram Hos- 
sain, Lecturer in English. 

M.A. (English, Class 11) . . 

(Ditto.) 

180 

3. 

Babu Kamal Krishna Ghose, 
Lecturer in English. 

M.A. (English, Class 1) 

• 

(Ditto.) 

2IK) 

4 . 

Biaulvi Abdul Karim Man- 
dal. Lecturer in Mathe- 
matics. 

M.A. (Mathematics, Class I ) 

(Ditto.) 

220 

8. 

Maulvi Abdul Majid, Lec- 
turer in Bengali. 

M.A. (Indian Vernaculars, 
Class II). 

(Ditto.) 

220 

6. 

Maulvi Nazir Ahmed, Lec- 
turer in History. 

M.A. (History, CTlass II) 

(Ditto.) 

180 

7. 

Maulvi Md. Fazhil liaque, 
Lecturer in Arabic and 
Persian. • 

M.A. (Persian, Class I), M.F. 

(Ditto.) 

210 


• 8«ikl« of puy ill the fieagftl Idaoittoml aeryioe->B«. 86O--'2M>~S0O>-4%2--MW--S0>2-~«^ 
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Namefl of teachers. 

Academical qualifications. 

Rate of pay. 
per mensem. 

C 
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8. 

Maulvi Abdus Samad (I), 
Lecturer in Economics. 

M.A. 

(Re. 150-10—400.) 
200 

9. 

Abdus Sadeque, Lecturer 
in Economics and Civics. 

M.A. (Economics, Class I) 

(Ditto.) 

170 

10. 

Maulvi A. H. Abdul Boqui, 
Lecturer in Philosophy and 
Logic. 

M.A. (Philosophy, Class 11) 

(Ditto.) 

210 

11. 

Maulvi Ab<iul Mannan, 
Lecturer in Philosophy and 
Logic. 

M.A. (Philosophy, Class II) 

(Ditto.) 

170 

12. 

Khan Bahadur lieza Ali 
Washat, Lecturer in Urdu. 

Passed Munshi Examination 
of the Board of Examiners, 
Government of India. 

(Ditto.) 

* 320 

13. 

Babu Birendra Nath Sen 
CJupta, Lecturer in Com- 
mercial Geography, Com- 
mercial Arithmetic and 
Book-keeping. 

M.A. (Commerce, Class II) 

(Ditto.) 

170 

14. 

Maulvi Hedayatul Islam, 
Assistant, Physical Labor- 
atory. 

M.Sc. (Physics, Class III) 

(Ra. 75—5—200.) 

135 

15. 

Maulvi Conimat AH, .Assis- 
tant, Chemical Laboratory. 

B,8c. 

(Ditto.) 

135 


Maulvi ABDUL KARIM: Is it a fact that the number of Professors 
and Lecturers in the Islainia Collejfe is lar^^-er than that of Government 
colleges of file same status in Bengal? 

The Hon’ble Mr, KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: 1 want notice. 

Maulvi ABDUL KARIM: I s any of these posts going to be 
retrenched ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KH^AJA NAZIMUDDIN: According to the 
standard laid down in the Keport of the Retrenchment Committee, 
Professors and Lecturers have got to deliver a certain number of 
lectures every week, and it has been found that in the Islamia College 
according to that standard it is possible to retrench three Lecturers. 

Maulvi ABDUL KARIM: Have the Governing Body protested 
against this? 

Tht Hon’bla Mn KHWAM MAZIMUmilN: The Governing Bedy 
protested and said that they wotild give more work to these Lecturew, 
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Khii ithidlir MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Is it a fact that 
the tutorial classes in the Islamia College are much bigger than the 
tutorial classes *in the Presidency and other colleges? 


The HoiKble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I want notice. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8US Is it a fact that tutorial classes 
in all the Colleges are mere eyewash? 

Tho Hoii*blo Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDINs Xo, ceitainly not. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Is it a fact tliat, according 
to the findings oi the Itetrenchment Coniinittee, there is cn excess in 
the Presidency College? If so, what reduction is going to be made in 
that college? 


The Hon>ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I would refer my 
hon’ble friend to tlie answer I gave yesterday to a similar question. 
Two Bengal Engineering Service J^rofessors have been retnmched. 

Mauivi 8YED MA9ID BAK8H: Is it not a fact that the pay of the 
Professor of the Islamia f^ollege is much less than the pay of the same 
grade of Professors in other (Government colleges? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: All (iovcrninent 
servants are on the same scale of pay, and they draw their i)ay accord- 
ing to the respective length of tlndr service. There is no difl’erentiation 
in the scal(‘ of pay of one college from another. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Is it not, therefore, a far t that tho 
cost per head on the students is mucli less in the Islamia (hdlege than 
in other colleges? 

Th. Hon'bie Mr. KHWAJA NAzCmUDDIN: Yes, it is less; bccauso 
for one thing the Islamia College is a new college and the length of tho 
service of its Professors and Lecturers is not large. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Is it not, therefore, a fact that 
retrenchment is not necessary? 

Tha Hon’bla Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: That does not follow 

aU. 

Khan BahadUr MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Has it been finally 
decided that this retrenchment will be made? 
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Tim Hmtm Mr. ICIIWAM NAZIMUODINs and th^ 

OoTerning Body hare submitted a fresh representatioa for further 
consideration and that representation is under consideration. 


Mr. 8YAMAPR08A0 MOOKERJEE. On the same consideration 
is it proposed to retrench the staff of any of her Government college? 

The Hon’bit Mr. KHWAM NAZIMUDDIN: The staff of every 
college will be judged and decided upon on one fixed standard which 
has been decided by Government. If it is found that retrenchment is 
necessary, judged by that standard, then retrenchment will be made, 
otherwise not. 


LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 
NON-OFFICIAL MEMBERS' BILL. 

Tha Mela Sanitation Bill, 1933. 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir 

present the Report of the Seleiit Committee on the Mela Sai'i^ation Bill, 
introduced by Khan Bahadur Maulvi Azizul Haque. 


GOVERNMENT BILL. 

The Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933. 

The discussion on the Calcutta Municipal Bill was then resumed. 

The motion under discussion was the proposal for the recommitment 
of the Bill to the Select Committee. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAlfASAI: Some of my friends in this 
House have characterised the Bill as a vindictive measure. I cannot 
call it so, because vindictiveness may be inherent among ordinary 
human beings, but it cannot have a place among extraordinary personik* 
lities and honourable men like our amiable Minister. He is both 
amiable and pliable. Had that not been the case, he would never have 
taken upon himself the responsibility of sponsoring this double-edgtd ^ 
Bill — the political at one edge and the financial on the other. Divisioa 
of labour is a sound proposition — the two new honourable knights havp 
perhaps divided the labour among themselves, but that is a secrelMo^ 
ihe House. Benaini transactions do not find favoui^ in the Courts 
nowadays. 
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Mfi #IIESiDENTs Order, order. I do not understand what you 
mean hy political knights. What does it mean? It signifies nothing. 


MUNINORA DEB RAI MAHAtAI: I stand corrected. Sir William 
Prentice should have come out in the open and taken charge of the 
' political section of the Bill without allowing his colleague to bear the 
brunt of the blow alone — to be the target of the attacks from this side 
of the House. His skin is yet too thin and tender to bear such attacks 
which is not the case with his veteran political colleague, who, I believe, 
is plentifully supplied with rhino skin by his colleague of the forest 
for his underwear. 

I think, it will not be out of order to offer an unsolicited advice to 
the honourable sponsor of the Bill; luy first advice to him is to be bold 
and straightforifard — not to halter or falter. When you have decided 
to alo a thing, do it properly. Hemember that things done by halves 
are never done right. My next advice to him is to withdraw the present 
Bill and bring in a new one at the next .session on the lines suggested 
by me. I find that the spirit of Sir Surendranath has been invoked by 
both the parties — the one to curse the Bill and the other to bless it. 
I would beseech my friends to allow the soul of that great man to rest 
in peace and not to "disturb it to serve their own ends. Let the dead 
past bury its dead. My final advice is to divide the proposed Bill into 
three parts — the financial, the political and the autonomous. The 
hon’ble sponsor of the Bill has shown by faids and figures that the 
collection from motor vehicles tax has doubled since it came under 
Sir William Prentice’s Department. Let the (‘ollection of other taxes 
be made over to him. The appointment of a few' additional sergeants 
under a Deputy Commissioner of Police may he nereH.sar> . lUit that 
can be sanctioned wdth the proviso that w'heii on Corporation duty 
they should wear uniforms of the xuuuJenhi brand. Fake the Taxing 
OflScer of the Motor Vehicles Department, the Deputy Commissioner will 
have to be authorised to impose hues not below' Rs. 10 for every 
default. By this means the iucomj of the Corporation are sure to be 
doubled. The transference of the collection and the appointment of 
Corporation employees to Sir William Prei\fice will save much trouble 
of the Councillors. The service-seeking men will then liesiege the 
Secretariat and not the Corporation and the Councillors will be saved 
from being constantly pestered by dacoits, murderers w'ith recommen- 
^dations from questionable quarters. 

The next part of the Bill will deal with contracts. They may Fw* 

^ falely left to the indefatigable Secretary, Mr. Townend, to dispose. 

that case no surcharge will be necessary. 

The last ptrt of the Bill will deal with the autonomous Corporation. 
Bjiiig freed from all sorts of worries and anxieties incidental to financial 
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obligations, the city fathers will be in a. position to devote their time 
and energy to preserve the dignity and prestige of this autonomous 
body. I am sorry my Bill to designate the Mayor as t^ord Mayor did 
not find favour with my colleagues at whose request I had to withdraw 
it. Had they the necessary foresight, they should have welcomed it. 
They had lost the splendid opportunity of witnessing the Lord Mayor^s 
pageant as they do in Jyondon. Opportunities once lost are difficult to 
regain. However, the Councillors, the Aldermen and the Mayor should 
be given a free hand to hold meetings and adjourn them at their sweet 
will and pleasure. They should be given unfettered control over the 
liveried rhaprasis who will attend on them befitting an autonomous 
body like the Corporation of Calcutta. Provision should he made not 
only to grant them adequate fee.s for attending Corporation meetings 
just as the IJirectors of Joint Stock Companies draw for their attendance, 
hut they should he given an additional motor cai allowance. Those of 
them who do not own cars should he given one for use. But that 
should he of the siwtulcuhi brand of which the Corporation made an 
experiment. But as there might not he sufficient work for them to 
do, I think special rooms should he reserved for indoor games — of 
course, smoking, drinking and tiffin .shouhT he free. But all supplies 
should he strictly of the swadeshi brand — the contract for supplies 
should, however, he in the hands of the Secretary of the Local Self- 
Government Department. 

I have just given an outline of the proposed Bill, and hope it will 
satisfy the three parties concerned. 

I do not think it necessary to consider the case of the r: te-payers. 
They should not grudge to pay their dues promptly. If they grumble, 
they have no right to live in the City of Palaces — the premier city in 
the East which under the proposed Bill will be converted into Paradise 
— a fairyland fit to he occupied by the Gods, the angles and the fairies 
and not for ordinary mortals. I hope my colleagues belonging to all 
sections of tlie House will patiently hide their time to see the dawning 
of the new era at no distant datee I hop? the seven luminaries who 
adorn the Treasury Bench will whole-heartedly support my proposal. 
Great constitutional changes are not far ahead and this measure should 
be the forerunner of the coming Reforms. This psychological moment 
should not he lost. The preliminaries should be undertaken at once.. 
The proposed Bill should he drafted, gazetted and circulated without 
delay so that it may he ready for the Select Committee on the first day 
the Council meets next. I hope it will ha passed item con. 


lift PRESIDENT; The Rai Mahasai’s fine sense of humour must 
have amused the House, but I hope others will not^ emulate him, 
(Laughter.) 
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lUi MMdlir Dr. HARIOHAN DUTT: Sir, I would like at this 
stage to say a, few words ouly to give out what is uppermost in the 
minds of some of us, who have long experience, of the Corporation of 
Calcutta. Sir, this proposal for recommittal of the Bill, coming as it 
does from persons who were from the very beginning inimical to any 

alterations in the state of the Corporation (question, question) 

sit so close to my friend (Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray) and I am 
very often taken into confidence — that confidence I am not betraying, 
but I cannot avoid knowing Ids mind. At the present moment there 
is a class of men who will not have any alteration in the state of the 
Calcutta Corporation. I liave no sympathy with them. The long 
experience to which I have referred lias led us to think that after ten 
years’ working of the present Municipal Act now it is time that wi' 
should find out where we stand. From my experience of th<‘ working 
of the Corporatifm I am prepared to admit that the old Corporation 
before the year 1924 was not immaculate. I do not for a moment assert 
that we the members of the old C'orporation had nothing to our blame, 
but everything to our glory. But since 1924 things have very much 
changed and we may justly say that in certain matters the Corporation 
has deteriorated, although it has improved in certain matters. I iiave 
given credit to the Committees of the Corporation wheiiev(‘r the 
opportunity arose. But I cannot forget that in certain aspects the 
work of the Corporation ha.s undergone marked deterioration 
(question). Sir, it is ea.sy to (luestion, hut if one had the experience 
which I claim to have, he would not question it. A largf* numher of 
per.sons who are mere hangers-on to the pre.sent Coi j)oralion, are to he 
seen every day loitering up to <S or 9 a.m. on the lobbies of the 
Corporatio'b in .search of opportunities for making wlmt is called “two 
pice.” Who are these people? It cannot be denied that they are 
friends of a particular political party. T do not suggest taking drastic 
action against any pcditical party, and I do realise that the day may 
soon come when that party will be replaced by another. However, we 
ought to find out how far the present party has affected the working 
of the Corporation. Are these people working to the detriment of th * 
citizens of Calcutta or, not? That fs the point which we should find 
out. In our opinion the Corporation has jyiffered and attempts must 
be made to remedy the evil. The Government of Bengal should now 
take action to improve the situation. I, therefore, congratulate the 
Hon’ble Minister — our young friend — for taking courage in his hands 
and introducing this Bill the main object of which is to improve the 
state of affairs in the Corporation. I do not for a moment se<* any 
spirit of vindictiveness in it. If it had been vindictive, it would 
have been taken recourse to long, long ago. It cannot be u party 
quarrel, because no other party is in existence. There is now one 
party only andithat is the Congress party. Coming back to the subject 
matter of the Bill I find the Ilon’ble Minister has framed his Bill basing 
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on two important points : One is the keeping put of undesirable people 
from service in the Corporation and the other is the fixing of respon- 
sibility for incurring unauthorised and illegal expenditure anl creat- 
ing a system of surcharge. I really fail to understand why there 
should be — I take the second point first — so much objection to this 
surcharge if one’s own conscience is clear. If one goes and votes on 
a matter knowing that he is doing something illegal, there is a chance 
of the Accountant-General coming down on him and holding him res- 
ponsible for the money. But if he does nothing wrong, he has nothing 
to be afraid of. If my conscience is clear and if things are done 
bond fide and illegal actions are avoided, why should I be afraid of 
what the Accountant-General or anybody else may do. 

Some of the clauses of the Bill wdll certainly have a very salutary 
effect. When one is voting for the disposal of lakhs and lakhs of 
other people’s money, he should have a sense of responsibility and he 
must keep himself within legal bounds. In this connection, I piay 
point out that the other day we were discussing a similar matter in 
connection with a large limited liability company. The point was 
whether the directors should not be made to compensate the loss which 
the company may incur on account of their laches. The shareholders’ 
unanimous opinion was to make the directors responsible. Many 
eminent Indians hold very strong views on this matter. Really the 
directors are responsible if their actions led to losses of Ihe company. 
It was pointed out that this could be done under the Companies Act. 
If a director wilfully does anything illegal and if the company incurs 
any loss on that account, the director is held liable. That is the 
tenor of the sections of the Indian Companies Act. If that be so, I 
fail to understand why the Councillors who are practically* Directors 
of the Corporation should not be held responsible for any illegal action 
which might lead to the loss of money of the citizens of Calcutta. 
This analogy cannot be denied, viz,, that in a limited liability com- 
pany the directors are in the same position as the Councillors are in 
respect of the Corporation. If the shareholders can claim the money 
back from a director who has gone astray, why should not the rate- 
payers of Calcutta claim the same privileged Therefore, I for one 
think that the opposition is rather artificial. Now I come to the 
point about undesirable persons. I do not hold any strong political 
opinion, but I believe that at the present moment situated as we are, 
the Corporation of Calcutta is a body subordinate to the Government 
of the country. That being so, how^ can it be expected that those who 
commit any act of violence against the State and are convicted of 
similar offences should be looked upon with pleasant eyes by the 
Government of Bengal or the Government of India. I for myself am 
very proud of the city and proud of the Corporation, and I am one of 
those who would like to see that the Corporation should be supreme 
in the business of the administration cf the city. But at the 
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time it %t)uld be foolish of us to expect that the OoverJiment would 
have no right interference if anything went wrong. If the people 
go against the State, how can they expect sympathy from the (Govern- 
ment of India? The Bill proposed that those undesirable eu^yees 
should be done away with and that such persons should not hen&rftlrib 
have any chance of getting into the service of the CorporationK, The 
Select Committee struck a way between the two viewpoints and Imided 
that the Bill should not have retrospective effect, but would disqualify 
those in the service of the Corporation if they were (‘onvicted after 
the passing of the Bill. I personally feel that we ought to be satisfied 
with that compromise. The Select Committee almost unanimously 
decided that offenders who are already in the service of the Corporation 
should be allowed to remain. But that is no reason why others with 
similar offences to their credit should be allowed to seek service under 
the Corporation. • I think that ought to satisfy all. These are tha 
reasons which have led us to oppose the recommittal of the Bill. 

Or. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, I rise to support the amend- 
ment. Before this I thought I should not support it because of tho 
disclosures made by the Hon’ble Minister in the course of his speech 
on the floor of this, House regarding the maladministration of the 
Calcutta Corporation. But when I read in the paper the minutes of 
proceedings of the meeting of the Calcutta Corporation, I found to* 
my surprise that the cliarges levelled against the Corporation were 
nothing but a tissue of falsehoods. 

The HM’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, will tha 
hon’ble member kindly withdraw those words? I take exception to 
them. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Dr. Ghose, you should withdraw those words. 
You might .say that the statement.s were incorrect. 

• 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN GHOSE: I bow down to your ruling, Sir,, 
and say that the arguments adduced by the Minister were all based 
on incorrect statements and this was proved to the hilt by the debate 
I in the Corporation meeting. If allowed, I shall later on quote from 
the speeches of the Mayor and some prominent members of tlie Cor- 
poration to show that the statements are incorrect. Sir, I was 
extremely surprised to find that the Bill, as introduced and referred 
to* the Select Committee, was based upon arguments which consisted 
of untruths, half-truths and mixed truths. It is not long ago that we 
Were faced with many incorrect, inaccurate and untrue stafementa 
madia by the Hon’ble Minister on the floor of this House while intro- 
the Bengal Municipal (Amendment) Bill, lff32. 
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Mr. S. M. eOSE: Sir. is the member in order when he says untrue 
statements? 

0 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I will not like you to take the time of the 
Council for hair-splitting. 

Dr« AMULYA RATAN GH08E: But on this occasion he has beaten 
all past records. He has made statements which have been torn to 
tatters by the replies of the Mayor, the ex-May or, Mr. Nalini Ranjan 
Sarkar and Mr. N. C. Pal in the meetings of the Corporation held on 
the 14th, 16th and 17th August. Government had been looking for- 
ward for an opportunity for a long time to get these repressive Bills 
passed into law, but did not get it as the strong Swaraj party was in 
the Council. They had tried many times to introduce the Bengal 
Municipal Bill, but all their attempts were foiled. Now they have got 
a nice opportunity, because the Swaraj party has gone out of the 
Council and those who are now in it are all good boys, except a few. 
They felt the pulse of the Council last year in (‘onnecliou with the 
Bengal Municipal Bill 

MTe PRESIDENT: Order, order. I must stop you from saying 
anything that might be construed as a reflectiou on the House. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: All right, Sir. And they found 
that the position was absolutely secure. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What do you mean? Try to skip over that 
portion of your written speech. (Laughter.) 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: The labours of the Hon’ble 
Minister were promptly rewarded by (jovernment with a knight- 
hood — 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. That is a mere guess and has 
a bad odour about it. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Very well. Sir. I will not relate 
those facts in view of your present ruling. The leaders of the country 
who were all apathetic at that time are now stirred to vigorous action 
but it is too late, I think. It is said that give a dog a bad name and 
then hang it. Government and some of their pocket men allege that 
the Corporation is now used for political purposes, but the fact is 
otherwise. There is uc denying the fact that the Dictator of the 
Congress is Mahatma Gandhi and it is certain that the Congress 
Councillors of the Corporation follow his principle. I think it will not 
be out of place if I mention here what that great man said at a meeting 
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of the mttrO'iyO' party held on the 28th June, 1925, while paying tribute 
to the late Mr. J. M. Sen Gupta, that the Corporation should not 
indulge in polijics. With your permission I may also state here what 
Mr. J. M. Sen Gupta on his first election to the Mayoral Chair of the 
Calcutta Corporation said. He said : “I can assure you that it will be my 
earnest endeavour in the administration of the Corp()ratiou and in the 
shaping of its policy, so far as lies in my power, to look to the interest of 
fhe rate-payers as a whole without any distinction. I shall approach 
every question arising in tli? Corporation as a citizen and not as a 
politician.” I do believe and I hope that the countrymen of the late 
Deshpriya will believe that he had been true to his words. Sir, it 
is the deprivation of the Government and its satellites to use this 
institution for their own purpose that has given rise to heart-burning 
in those and other disappointed quarters. Every member of tliis 
House knows that employments under Government are monopolised 
by the friends a«id relatives of those members who always like dumb- 
driyen cattle go to the Government lobby at the time of voting 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. You hud better not sa\ any- 
thing like that. I take tlie strongest possible ex(‘e[)tion to >our 
remarks. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: All right, Sir 1 bow down 
to your ruling. Even the excise li(‘ences are now being given to 
men of that nature. Sir, the members of tlie Sebud Committee are 
mostly drawn from members of that group, as for instance Mr. S. M. 
Bose 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. I cannot allow you to say that. 
I might tell you that you cannot with impunity cast any reflections 
on the members of the Select Committee, because they wen^ not out- 
siders nominated by Government, but were members of Council and 
were elected by this House. If you cast any reflection on them, \ou 
slander the House itself. 

• 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, I was saying that not with 
the object of casting any reflections • 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. Y ou need not labour that point. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, I think that this attitude 
of Government — this political object, the object to have their own 
objectives carried out by the Corporation and the frustration of this 
object has brought them into conflict with such a gloriou.s institution 
of Bengal ase the Corporation of Calcutta. Sir, it will not be out of 
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place to mention here the remarks of the Simon Cpmmission regarding 
the Calcutta Corporation. With your permission, Sir, may I quote 
these remarks? , 

lir« PRESIDENT: If they are with reference to the Corporation 
of Calcutta, certainly you can. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, the report says:-- 

‘^The difficult period of transition from wide official control to the 
complete control by the elected representatives of the people has 
passed without disaster, and there is no apparent demand for a return 
to the former constitution. Mr. Das and Mr. Sen Gupta both presided 
over meetings with fairness and dignity. Councillors in general show 
no lack of interest in civic affairs and give up much time in attending 
different meetings. There is great keenness about m«dical and public 
health work, and the zeal for free primary education is shown ,by 
the large number of new schools which have been started during the 
last few years. 

Sir, there is another remark which says: — 

“Generally speaking. Government have been reluctant to interfere 
with the pow’erful Corporation wdvich has a strong sense of its own 
dignity.” 

These are the remarks made not by the Congress, not by any 
political party, but by the Simon Commission itself, whose report was 
submitted to Government. Will anyone, after this, venture to say 
that the Corporation is guilty of the charges levelled against them? 
Is it being used for political purposes? The answer from every con- 
scientious gentleman is an emphatic “No”. But the Government is 
bent upon hitting it hard and, therefore, no stick is bad enough to 
strike the dog with. If you will allow me. Sir, I can show that this 
is the attitude of Government. I can do that by quoting extracts 
from the speeches of some of the prominent members of the Calcutta 
Corporation. May I do that, Sir? 

t 

Mr. PRESIDENT: About what? 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, about the charges levelled 
against the Corporation and those charges have been refuted by facts 
and figures by some prominent members. 

Mr. P, N. GUHA: We have all got that paper. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, Dr. Ghose can do that. 



Dr.iilULYA ilATAN CHOiil Sir, I ahaU first o! aU mention 
the of the appointment of so^^alled murderers and dacoits* I 

am quoting the following from the reply of Mr. Nalini Ranjan 
Sarkar : — 

• 

“Regarding ‘the appointment of murderers and dacoits/ he has 
given five names, of which one never worked as a teacher in the Cor- 
poration schools according to our records; another left our service 
five years ago. The services of two were terminated one and a half 
and three years ago, respectively. One man, so described, is still in 
the service of the Corporation, The Corporation was not aware of his 
conviction (alleged to have taken place in 1915) at the time of his 
appointment in 1925. I am giving the history of these cases briefly 
as follows: — 

(1) Phanindra Mohan Mukherjee, Head Master, Beliaghata Main 
Road School. Appointed in 1925. Arrested December, 1931, under 
Bengal Criminal Law (Amendment) Act. Leave according to rules 
up to December, 1933. Corporation has no information about his 
alleged offences, if any, previous to his appointment. The Minister 
gave no definite information about his alleged conviction of dacoity 
in 1915. 

(2) Sreemati Sujiasini (languli. Qualified Matriculate Teai'her. 
Arrested at Chandernagore, but released for want of evidence. Cor- 
poration, on her application, appointed her from Jst December, 1930. 
She was re-arrested and detained from 14th January, 1932. Her 
services were terminated from that date and leave cancelled. 
Xo information of her conviction for murder or dacoity. 

(J) Nikhil Natli Roy was appointed ” 

Mr, Pi Ni GUHA: On a point of order. Sir. Can le<*tures that 
were delivered elsewhere be read here? 

Mri PRESIDENT: What do you mean? Dr. Ohose is p£*rfectly 
in order to quote facts and figures that might have been released by 
Councillors of the Corporation. Y#>u cannot object to that. He must 
have his own way of Mevelopinff his arguments. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Thank you, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not think you need read out long extracts. 
You should be able to pick up such relevant points as may be helpful to 
you. You should use a certain amount of discretion. 

Or. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE S AH right, Sir. Xow, the fourth 
case is that.^f Priyanath Ganguli. He was arrested for translating 
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an English book (not ps’oscribed) into Bengali and convicted. His^ 
post was declared vacant. He waa reappointed in January, 1925,-^* 
but was removed for insubordination in August, 1928* 

(At this stage tha speaker reached the time-limit.) 

Dft AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, if you would kindly give ^ 
me a couple of minutes to develop my arguments, I should be verj^ 
thankful. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I can give you just two minutes to conclude 
your arguments. 

Or. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, much has been made of 
the refusal of the Corporation to accept the invitation of the Select 
Committee in t)rder to rouse the anger of the members of this House, 

I may, with your i>ermission, quote from the si>eech of the Mayor 

Mr. PRESIDENT : You could not possibly do that in two 
minutes. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Very well, Sir. These matters 
were all discussed in the Corporation meetings when the valiant 
Reverend Mr. Nag was present, but, still, yesterday in this Council he 
was heard nagging — jKjrhaps it is natural to ii senile brain. May I 
ask him, Sir, whether his son, who was arrested for taking paif in 
the civil disobedience movement, was a pupil in one of these Corpo- 
ration primary schools? Mr. Nag rei)eated the words in this Council 
which he uttered in the Ckuporation and to which he received a crush- 
ing reply from Mr. Brahma. If you had heard that reply, Sir, you 
would have enjoyenl it. 

Rttvorend B. A. NAC: Perhaps, you enjoyed it. 

Mf. NARENDRA KUMAR B^SU: Judge not lest ye be judged. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAH*' CHOSE: Reverend Mr. Nag complained 
of frequent adjournments, but did he ever oppose them? If not, is 
he not a .silent supporter of these adjouniments ? He c^muot con- 
scientiously raise the question here, 

Babu Amulyadbuu Ray tabled a motion for recommittal with a 
possible hope that some handobast would be made for the depressed 
classes—- — 

(At this stage the member reached the extra time-limit and 
resumed his seat.) • 
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^ MiuM ABDUL KARIM: I heg to propose, Sir, that the motion 
be MOW |mt. • 

^ Mr* Hi Pi Vi TOWN END: Sir, I do not rise to rejdy to the sjweeh 
of Dr. Amulya Baton Ghose which will have to he left to other 
speakers. I have been directed by thv' Hon’ble Minister to meet 
certain arguments put forward bv Ml*. P. Banerji yeatenlay for a 
recommittal of the Bill. I may remind the House that a motion has 
been put forward for recommittal, and it is in connection with argu- 
ments advanced in support of that motion that I have stoo<l up to 
apeak. 

Mr. r. Banerji staterl that one of the chief arguments why the 
House should recommit the Bill was that the attitude id the Govern- 
ment towards tilt Comprehensive Electric Siheme was altogether 
unsatisfactory*, and he warne<i the House that if this Bill went 
through, the Comprehensive Elt^dric Scheme would lie doomed. I 
would draw the attention of this House to this admission by 
Mr. P. Banerji that even if the scheme w’as lud considered by Gov- 
ernment, on examination, to be a g(Kxl scheme and even if. under 
the Oftloutta Municiiwl Act, sanction was refustnl by Government, 
the Coi'ixrration of Calcutta intende<l to go on with it. Otherwise, 
how could he say that the jm.ssing of this Bill would be a death-blow 
to the Comprehensive Electric Scheme? I think, Sir, it is only due 
to the House that I should explain the facts in ccmnectiou with that 
scheme. An allegati(ui has Wn put forward by him that Govcoii- 
ment dislike the idea of the Corixiration making u profitable bargain 
and bnnginV into effect a scheme that will enable the CWjK)ration to 
obtain all the electricity they want at a cbeai>er cawt. This cost, ho 
said, would pndrably 1 m' Us. 5 lakhs a year as ag*ainst Rs. 12^ lakhs 
which the Ce>rporation si)end annually at iiresent and which, in his 
opinion, means an additional expenditure of Its. lakhs — the price 

paid to the monopolist Electric Supply (VnTxiration. Of c^mrse, I 
need hardly tell the House that Gov€;piment has g(d no interest w’hat- 
soever in thi.s monojiolist company : Goveniment is not concerned in 
any way with its profits. Such considerations may, therefore, l)e 
given the go-bye. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Does the Goveraineut get any preference? 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: Now I should like to say with empha- 
sis that there is no evidence to show that as a result of carrying out 
this scheme there would be any saving to the Corporation. Dr. Dey 
asserts that if ^s scheme is adopted, the price per unit will lie *299 
annas including interest. He has not dealt with the offer of the 
Elealric Supply Corporation to supply electricity at *1926 annas per 
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unit delivered at one centre in the conditions which Dr. Dey claims 
that he can satisfy. This incidentally is an offer which was 
»o far as I can discoter, put before the members of the Calcutta Cor- 
poration. He has not shown that this offer would not mean cheaper 
electricity than his own scheme would offer. I do not, of course, 
say that you can compare the two figures directly — or say that the 
Electric Supply Ooiimration offers to provide electricity at *1 of an 
anna per unit less than Dr. Dey. Dr. Dey’s figure refers to low ten- 
sion electricity as used at different places, whereas the Electric Supjdy 
Corporation’s figure refers to high tension electricity supplied at one 
centre. What I want to say is that Dr. Dey cannot show that he 
can arrange for the supply of low tension electricity at the price that 
he has suggested. 


Sir, Government are said to be hostile to this ^heme. We have 
dealt with this matter in two letters in which it was ix>inted out that 
Government had not yet been able to consider the scheme. That was 
a very jxdite way of putting it. The real point is that no precise 
scheme has ever been put forward in writing by Dr. Dey : he does not 
know himself exactly what the scheme is. He has simply not ven- 
tured to put it on paper. All that he has done is to put forward an 
idea that if <;ertain preliminaries could be effected successfully, the?, 
he would be able to make further arrangements which would l>e likely 
to bring in a big profit to the Corporation. He has never explained 
what these preliminaries are. If I might refer to the enclosures to 
the Corporation’s letter, I would like to read out what he says: — 

“The high tension system will consist of mainly two ‘main trunk 
lines: One along the Strand Hoad over Tolly’s Nulla to Watgauj, 
8Upi>lying energy to Mullickghat Pumping Station on the way and 
to Watganj Pumping Station. This cable will also supjdy the Gar- 
den Peach aiea, for which low tension overhead lines from Watganj 
will be required. 

The other will follow the catyil on the south side until it reaches 
Talla Bridge, thence south along Ujuper Oircvlar Road, Lower Circu- 
lar Road, I/ansdowne Bxid to the liake urea. This will serve on 
the way the various sub-stations and transfoniier stations, which 
between them will supply the entire recjuirements of the Corporation 
throughout the city.” 

I may explain that Di*. Dey’s scheme provides for a central gena- - 
rating station at Baghbazar in the north of Calcutta. 

If we turn over a few pages, we find that Dr. Dey with suUime 
simplicity says: “In the alternative, the main cable line may be in 

the form of a ‘ring man’ ” and so on. There are alteriiativeay 

but he has not investigated which is better. He says here are two 
schemes: choose which you like. He then goes <m to say “in njiiok 
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caSb ®©ctioii of the core of the cable may not be more than 1 *5 
tisiiea ^ adcfjuate section/* etc., and goes into technical details 
which, I think, will be of no interest to the House. Besides, I do 
not pretwd to understand all the technical details myself. I am 
not an electrician, and I have raeioly studied this scheme from the 
point of view of common sense. Government exaniine<l this scheme 
when it came up and sent it along to the Electrical Adviser for exam- 
ination. I may here refer to the remarks made by Mr. P. Banerji. 
He said in effect (I cannot quote his words), it is scandalous that 
Government should have treated the scheme in such slipshixl man- 
ner, allowing the Electrical Adviser merely to deal with it unofficially 
and not in an official letter. Here he betrays his (jomplete ignorance 
of official terminology. An “unofficial” opinion is recorded on note- 
sheets and an ofjcial opinion is conveyed by a letter. In this case 
all the correspondence was sent to the Electrical Adviser, and he was 
ask^d to note on the scheme. Following the established custom, the 
notes w'ere all treated as confidential. It appeared from his exam- 
ination that the scheme was defective. He said that it might 1 h' a 
good scheme for all he could tell, hut there were no materials o: 
which to judge it. He pointed out one <'.r two omissions. One ( J 
these omissions is rather interesting. The whole attack uixm Gov- 
ernment made by Mr. P. Banerji depends u|X)n the argument that 
the capital cost of the si'beme will lie Rs. 22 lakhs and nothing more. 
But what about the cost of the change over from gas to electricity? 
That difference ought to be taken into account. On a rough calcu- 
lation, judging by the map, it aiqiears that it is in the region of 
Rs. 15 lakh.s, which is not a negligible figure in estimating the cost 
(»f the electricity. 1 do not know whether this argument is correct 
or not, because Dr. Dvy has never given us any facts. I six*ak, Sir, 
of Dr. Dey and not of the Corporation, for, although Dr. IX* v submits 
his report to the Corporation and the Corporation .sends it up to Gov- 
ernment, yet practically it is his .scheme. The Corporation dot's not 
seem to understand the scheme, nor, I think, does Dr. Dey understand 
it either. 

The second jHiiiit was that the scheme totally omitted the value of 
the Cbr[x>n»tion l>uilding.s and laud which he proposed to use. He 
says, for instance, there is at Baghba«ar a nice site for the central 
power station and a building there which can be used for it. But 
have they no value? The Corporation uses the site now, I under- 
stand, as a depdt for road metal. Even if the Corporation does not 
want it for its present purpose, has it no value in the market? 
Should this not be debited against the scheme, if it goes into the 
scheme? If it is not used in the scheme, it can be sold and the 
Oorporation wilt be benefited financially. There ore tseveral lakhs— 
lio% many I do not know and 1 think no one in the Oorporatioo 
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knows (not even, I imagine, Dr. Dey) — -which have been omitted. 
There are several lakhs to be added on to the figure for capital cost. 
We had to add to Df. Dey’s 22 lakhs perhaps Rs. 15 lakhs for con- 
version from gas, and we have now to add a further figure, it may 
be 6 lakhs, it may be 10 lakhs, or it may be 1 lakh, for all I know, 
which has to be taken into account. There is no way of judging the 
scheme without such information. 

The third point is that he has given us no figures on which he 
bases his estimate of cost. He puts up an estimate for machinery 
and an estimate for cables, but he has not put up a full estimate for 
the whole cost of the scheme. One thing that he did say about the 
scheme was that it was supported by certain statements made by 
firms who wanted contracts for the sale of machineiy. Naturally, 
films which wanted to get contracts approved the scheme; naturally 
they said to him: “It is an admirable scheme; it will cost 

22 lakhs — give us contracts for that amount or for as much as 

possible of it.” These opinions were not those of real exjx^i’t Elec- 
trical Engineers. We should have expected that for an impartial 
opinion Dr. Dey would go to an expert Electrical Engineer who was 
disinterested and not to firms which wished to make a profit out of 
the Cloqjoration. One interesting thing is tha't they tm), although 
they were interested, asked for further data to he given before they 
could give purca quotations. 

It now comes to this, that for the cost of the whole scheme there 
are no facts: we have only to take Dr. Dey’s word. We must take 

the view that Di'. Dey is such an expert electrican that even though 

he does not give facts, we must accept what he says. I do not know 
if the House knows what his qualifications are 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Is it necessary to go into his qualifications? 


Mt. H. P. V. TOWN END: What I wished to imint out is that 
on his own statements, although«he has good academic qualifications, 
he has not had , practical working exj>erience* as an Electrical Engi- 
neer. • 


Mr. PRESIDENT: It is not necessaiy to labour that point. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: In view of all these omissions, in view 
of the fact there is no evidence whatsoever that the cost will be as 
estimated, Goverament asked for information. They sent out a 
letter on the 14th November, 1931, with a schedule asking for infor- 
mation on various points. I may, I think, reveal a ^secret from the 
Government fiies; that is, the Local Self-Government Department 
when they saw the amount of information that was being asked 
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sug^stad that too much iDformation was being asked for, and ques- 
tioned ifhether it was fair to ask for sof much information. The Com- 
n^rce Department under whom the Electrical Adviser works said such 
iniormaticm was insisted on from anybody that put in an application 
for generating and distributing electricity, and added that the Cor- 
poration should not have any real difficulty in answering because, 
obviously, they must have had all their facts at their fingers' ends 
before they came up with iheir scheme for sanction. On the 14th 
November, 1931, Government asked for these data, and 19^ months 
later (I am saying this deliberately) on the 6th June, 1933, we gi>t 
a reply fiom the CoiTioration. I do not know if I am in order in 
referring to some statements made in the pre.ss (vn this ix>int. The 
Minister gave this information in answer to certain questions asked 
in this House, and it has been challenged by a certain statement in 
the press. It was challenged by Dr. Dey himself in a letter which 
he "wrote to a gentleman named Gilbert; in this letter he categori- 
cally said that the information given by the Minister in this House 
was untrue. The first ix>int he made was that the scheme had Wn 
before the Government for over two years. I have already ix>inted 
out that there was no s(‘heme with the Government for over two 
years. There w’as , no scheme. His .second jM>int w’as that the 
letter of the 20th November was “dealt w'ith” immediately? 
What does he mean? He means the jmblic to Indieve that 
an official reply was sent imnuHliatcly giving the infoimation 
require<l. But no such reply w^as sent. It was only a demi-official 
letter that was receivwl fiom the Chief Executive Officer and this 
did not supply the information but asked my prede<*essor if he had 
any objection to the Electrical Adviser going to the (,orjH>ratinn and 
explaining ]>reci.sely what w’as wantwl. hour days later my prede- 
cessor said certainly there was no objection and, I think ,n the middle 
of December, Mr. Redclift went down to the (>>r]x>ration and trie<l 
to make Di*. Dey understand wdiat was nee<led. 

His next ix)int is that no rq^dy was sent by Government to 
reminders. But so far as Government knows, and so far as tmr 
records show', no reminder whatsoever w'aft issue<l. There was noth- 
ing to issue a reminder about. The demi-official letter to w'hich 
reference has been made we had already replie<l to, and action had 
already been taken ; the only letter outstanding was that from Gov- 
enmient. It would seem that Dr. Dey has u curiously distorted 
mind. The only reminders we received w'ere about the electrical 
works to which we had taken exception. Dr. Dey said in hi.s reply 
to the schedule which came with the letter of the 6th June that the 
electrical works had no connection whatsoever with the <'omprehen- 
•ive electricaf scheme, and therefore he cannot be^ refening to any 
oi these reminders. If Dr. Dey's scheme was drawn up with the 
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«ame regard for facts as tlie letter which 1 am criticising, one will 
he justified in suspecting errors in the scheme. Gcwemment asked 
for certain things frpm the Corporation. I do not want to go into 
figures, but I would like to mention a few points. Government said 
we want to know the names of the several buildings and streets con- 
cerned, with loads in each under columns, etc. ; we want to see n 
map of Calcutta showing positions of all buildings and streets where 
the cables are going to be laid and to know the routes, sizes, and 
estimated drop {>f voltage of underground cables, overhead feeders, 
etc. In other words, Government wanted to have data im which to 
calculate what the scheme would cost. To these queries we got a 
rei>ly in scheduled form. I would remind the House that the Ixxjal 
Self-Government Department had thought this schedule to be so big 
and to demand so much information that the Corporation might not 
fairly be expected to give replies to it. Here is the reply — one page! 
It took I)i*. Dey 19 J mouths to write that one page. 

Mti Pi BANERdI: What about the seven letters that were sent? 

Mr, H. P. V. TOWN END: I have already explained that there 
was no such thing ns seven letters. 

(Here the member reached the time-limit but was allowed to 
continue.) 

The reply given by Dr. Dey was as follows: — 

“Names, ix>8itions, etc., of streets and buildings are given in a 
map of Calcutta forwarde<l to Secretai*y, Local Self-Government De- 
partment, along with Chief Executive Officer’s letter, etc.” t 

Here is the map, in my hand. It is no more than a sketch map 
intended to show that a certain statement made in the letter of the 
Government to the Corporation about the electrical Avorks was mis- 
taken. It shows just the outline 

Mr. P. BANERdlS Thei^ are two schemes. Government are 
linking up the two schemes and Mr. Townend is misleading us. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNBND: Then^ are two schemes. This sketch 
map shows them. The cables which are laid under the comprehen- 
sive scheme are shown in broad lines and the ragged lines show the 
cables already laid under this scheme to which we object^ — these re- 
present the small scheme for generating electricity. (Interruption* 
by Mr. P. Banerji.) May I suggest that it is hardly fair of 
Mr. Banerji to interrupt me when I am explaining these matters from 
my point of view? I did not interrupt him w'heu he was explaining 
them from his, even though he did not seem to understand what he 
was saying; whereas, I do at any rate understand wh%t 1 am say- 
ing, even if it majr turn out to be wrong, I will show Mr. P. Bane^i 
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not only this sketch map, but the other map also to which Dr. Dey’s 
reply r^rs. %ere are no streets marked on it; it has nothing* to 
show the lines to be followed by the cables or tp show whei*e are the 
ligrhts and the points from which the power will be distributed. liOt 
Mr, Banerji, with the permission of the President, come here and 
examine the map. It is veiy^ pretty, but it contains no information 
at all. We have not got the information we asked for. Government 
have put down precisely and not in any vagne way what they are 
asking for — where the cables are gi>ing to be run, where the over- 
head lines are going to be run, and where the i>ower is going to be 
taken, so that the cost may be worked out on full data. But l>i*. Dey 
hovS not given any information about all this. He gix's on to say in 
reply to the schedule that the other details were shown to the Elec- 
trical Adviser w'^en he called at the Municii>al Office. The Electri- 
cal Adviser told me that he went there only once in this tMmnection. 

Mt. PRESIDENT: Perhaps this was merely an offshoot (d the 
debate. Is it necessaiy to labour that j>oint? 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWN END: You are quite right, Sir. The whole 
point which I want to make is that the Hon’ble Minister has not led 
the House astray — that he has not turned down a |)erfectly g(Kxl 
scheme in order to benefit a monopolistic comiwny, that he is not 
trying to ham|>er the scheme, but that no real scheme has ever ht'en 
put l)efore him. 

Mr. P* N. GUHA: Mr. President, Sir, the controversy that has 
been raised over the Calcutta Municipal Amendment Bill is rather of 
an acute nature and yet I have so far intentionally taken no part in it. 
I would not have risen to speak even to-day if I did not feel that 
Mr. B. C. Chatterjee was trying to create a wrong impression in the 
minds of the people. He has made the misleadiug assertion that the 
Corporation of Calcutta was going to be condemned unheard and he 
has characterized this as un-HindUf un-Moslem and un-Christiun. He 
holds that there is still room for a compromise and he has advocated 
the idea of holding a conference hetweel! the Government and the 
Corporation. 

Mr* B. C* CHATTER4EE: On a point of order. Sir. I did not say 
that there was still room for a compromise. What I said was that the 
matter might be discussed with the representatives of the Corporation 
round a table and that the Corporation should be given an opportunity 
of stating their case. 

Mr* PREtlOENT! That is not a point of order: it is a personal 
qpq^lanation. * 
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Mr. P. N« CUHAs Exactly Sir, and what I want lo establish is 
that ample opportunities were given to the Corporatioai to state their 
case, and to do this J will mention facts only without any comment. 
I shall briefly state all that happened in this connection during the 
past three years. 

Sir, the attitude of the Corporation towards the Government and 
vice versa liad been subject matter of talk and comment in the Press 
and in the public places during the past three or four years. It was 
at the end of July, 1930, that I went to Simla and found that the hills 
were boiling over the matters of the Corporation of Calcutta. Some 
high officials asked me if I could give satisfactory explanation of 
matters in the Corporation. (Mr. Syamaprosad Mookebjee: ‘‘Xame 
them.’') Wait, I will. I found that feelings were running high 
against the Corporation in the high official circle an^l as a co-operator 
and a believer in the high powers of the Government, I was naturally 
alarmed and feared that something serious might take place at once. I 
came back and conveyed the whole news to the people in authority in 
the Corporation. I tried to convince them that the time was ripe for 
rectifying the wrongs if there were any and for removing the ill- 
feeling of the Government. They saw the reasonableness of my pro- 
positicm and agreed to do anything that may be necessary. The idea 
of a conference as is now suggested by Mr. B. C. Chatterjee began 
then and it took a definite .shape in the early part of 1931. I do not 
want to mention names, but it was with the consent and approval of 
two or three most prominent gentlemen in the Corporation belonging 
to the Congress party that I approached the Government and told them 
all misunderstandings could be removed if a friendly conference was 
held or a committee appointed to go into the whole mutter. The sug- 
gestion was taken by the Government and it was in December, 1931, 
that in reply to a series of questions put by me in this House that the 
Hon’ble Minister stated that a committee was going to be appointed to 
go into the whole question. Sir, it may be recalled that there were 
angry outbursts and adverse criticisms as soon as the proposal of the 
appointment of a committee was announced in this House. However, 
1 still hoped that those two or three gentlemen holding high positions 
in the Corporation would be** able to stick to what they had already said, 
but I was disappointed at the last moment. Sir, you are aware that 
in the present Act there is no provision for the appointment of such a 
committee by the Government but the proposed committee was not 
going to be a statutory committee, it was going to be a sort of friendly 
conference in which it was decided that places would be given to five 
representatives of the Corporation. 

Mr. tYAMAPROtAO MOOKERJEE: Decided by whom; By 
youP 
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Mr* N< GUHA: No, by them. I got the consent of all of them. 
I was assured that they were ready to serve on the committee. 

Or. HMBM CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: ^r. Is Mr. Guha in 
order to refer to conversations which took place in confidence so that 
names of the persons cannot be disclosed? 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Sir, I was only a humble messenger and I 
c)innot disclose the names of the persons, and I carried the views of one 
party to another and so I cannot disclose the names or go into details. 
(A voice: Is he in order?) 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What I feel is this: that since the thing did 
not materialise, it is absolutely unnecessary for Mr. Guha to give all 
these details. 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Sir, since Mr. B. C. Chatterjeo raised this 
question of a conference, I thought that I might give these details. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not think it is any use now going into 
such details. 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Negoti ations then failed. After that, as soon 
as this Bill was introduced, the negotiations were started again. 

Mr. PREfiDENT: Mr. Guha 1 do not like >ou to labour that 
point. I think it will serve no u.seful purpose to go into all those 
details. 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Sir, the fact is that all attempts to settle 
matters in conference failed. I would not jmss any opinion an to 
whether the* Corporation (»r the Government were guilty but the out- 
stauding fact is that the time for negotiation as sugge.sted by 
Mr. B. C. Chatterjee has passed. Attempts in that direction were 
made, but they proved to be futile. There were two or three gentle- 
men who were very anxious to accept the idea of a friendly conference, 
but they could not carry others with them. Sir, I do m)t believe that 
there is anyone in the Calcutta Corporation who cun “deliver the 
goods” as has been said elsewhere. A conference acniss a table, us 
has Ijeeii suggested by Mr. B. C. Chatterjee, 4.s an impossible proposi- 
tion, and that is what I have been trying to impress upon the House. 
All these things have been tried, but the jmrty in authority in the 
Corporation is in no mood of accepting a compromise. I have tried my 
best and failed, but surely I can have no objection it Mr. Chatterjee 
works in that direction, but I can assure him or for the matter of that 
anyone whom it may concern that there is no one who will be able to 
persuade the Corporation to pass a resolution favouring a conference 
with the Government. 

(At this stag# the Council adjourned for 15 minutes^for prayer.) 
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(After adjournment.) 

Mr. K. C. RAY CHOWOHURY: Sir, in my humble opinion, 
Mr. Towneud has given a very cheap notoriety end publicity to Dr. Dey. 
I think henceforward Dr. Dey would ask for money without any pucca 
scheme or project. I may say that Mr. Townend’s speech will keep 
the local press engaged for weeks. Coming to the principle of the 
Bill, what is after all the essence of the opposition arguments P It is 
this : it is vindictiveness, the instigation of the Europeans, the instiga- 
tion of the police. The former because they cannot get any contract 
from the Corporation, and the latter because they cannot lay their hands 
on them. I may tell the members of the House what the editor of a 
leading semi-Congress paper told me long before the Minister ever 
conceived the idea of this Bill for killing the Congress party, that good 
posts and things are reserved in the Corporation for political sufferers. 

I challenge any oppositionist to deny that fact. I mcy at the same time 
tell, for the benefit of my friends here as well as outside, that I met 
in Edinburgh an Irish gentleman who happened to be a Councillor of 
the Dublin Corporation. I was rather inquisitive and asked him many 
questions about the Dublin Corporation. He told me that long before 
the Irish Free State was constituted, the Dublin Corporation had no 
political offenders in its service, because the rate-payers would not have 
them as their money was earmarked for the improvement of the town 
of Dublin. I think other sources than the Corporation fund ought to 
be exploited for the purpose of affording relief to the political sufferers. 

The Hon'ble Sir BlilOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I have 
listened with attention, I may say with respectful attention, to what 
has fallen from the supporters of this motion as well af^ from those 
who opposed the motion during the last two days. The principal 
speakers in support of the motion were Mr. Narendm Kumar Basu, 
Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta, Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee, 
Mr. B. C. Chatterjee and Mr. P. Banerji who introduced the debate. 
Mr. Banerji, if 1 may say so, delivered almost a blank canvas to his 
supporters, and they had to fill it in. Now, what is the point at issue? 
It is that the Corporation was n«t given a chance to vindicate its posi- 
tion and so the Bill should be recommitted. That was the main line 
of argument of Mr. B. C. Chatterjee, and if I mistake not of 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu too. Now, let us analyse these statements 
one by one. Three letters were addressed by Government to the Cor- 
poration of Calcutta categorically stating the charges against them in 
July, 1932. I will read one or two paragraphs from those letters just 
to remind the House the object of addressing those letters, the tone 
used and the informations asked for. Sir, in one of the letters in which : 
the general information was asked for as distinct from the letter under 
section 15 of the Calcutta Municipal Act about the Corporation primary 
schools, Government said: “The Government of Bedgal (Ministry of 
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Local Se|pBt>Ter&ment) consider that the time has come to examine in 
the, light hf the experience of the last 8 years, how far the provisions of 
the new Act have in actual practice fulfilled the objects which the Legis* 
lature may be presumed to have had in view, and in particular, whether 
in carrying on the detailed work of municipal administration difBculties 
have been experienced, pointing to the existence of defects in the Act 
which may call for amendment. With this object in view, Govern- 
ment desire to invite the co-operation of the Corporation and would 
like to be furnished with information in detail under the heads speci- 
fied below : — 

(1) Delay in the disposal of audit reports, 

(2) Disposal of business by Corporation and Standing Committee. 

(3) Appointments. 

(4) Contracts and contractors. 

(•}) Grants to fibraries, clubs and other public associations.'* 

It was not a letter in which the Government wanted to chastise the 
Corporation. It was a letter of request to the Corporation for certain 
facts, and it was a letter of request for their co-operation to help Gov- 
ernment in amending the Calcutta Municipal Act in the light of the 
experience of the last ejght years. This was the tone of the letter and 
the object of the letter was perfectly clear and simple. Now, to this 
letter the Corporation replied. 1 will read the i^esolution that was- 
passed by the Corporation in reply to this letter of request: “That 
the various points raised in sub-headings (2) to (S) in the letter are 
matters entirely within the rights and powers of the Corporation under 
the Act, an(^ Government be informed that the (Wporation does not 
feel itself called upon on the said letter to send any reply on those 
points, etc.” This is the reply which Government got. My friend 
Mr. Mookerjee said yesterday that the Corporation did not refuse to 
send any reply. I do not know what this reply meant if it was not a 
refusal. It was a most impertinent reply that Government could 
expect from a local body. The reply was evasive and impertinent — 
that is how I venture to characterise it, • Sir, in the reply there is a clear 
assertion by the Corporation — I do not think I need read those lines- 
because I have olready repeated them on several occasions on the floor 
of this House — that the Corporation consider it no part of their duty 
to take any notice of the political activities of their teachers outside 
the school hours. Thus, it left no alternative to Government but to 
,^step in, because the Corpomtion refused to discharge their obligations. 
The second chance was given to the Corporation by Government when 
, the Bill was circulated to them for their opinion. The Bill was intro- 
duced on the 30th March last under peculiar circumstances. As 
Mr. 6hiha pointed out, on the 16th December last, in reply to a question, 
I believe put by 'Mr. Cooper, 1 said that Government w<yild introduce 
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legislation witliin the session, meaning within the winter session of 

1932 - 33 . 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Then it was kept ready in 
your pocket for a long time. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: So the legisla- 
tion was long contemplated and it was not forged overnight only because 
certain parties succeeded in the Corporation election as Mr. Narendra 
Kumar Basu said and Mr. Abdus Samad seemed to think. Mr. Narendra 
Kumar Basu said that because the Congress party succeeded in the 
election and because the party to which I had the honour to belong did 
not succeed, this measure had been introduced. Nothing of the kind. 

1 may tell my friend that the elections were fought between the two 
wings of the Congress, and there was no question o{ liberal candidates. 
The liberals were not contesting the seats. So that allegation is 
absolutely baseless. The third opportunity that was given to the Cor- 
poration was by the Select Committee. The Select Committee wrote a 
letter and invited the Corporation to come and help them in pointing 
out if the Bill as introduced were placed on the statute book would 
work or not. The Corporation in their wisdoip refused to co-operate 
with the Select Committee. The Corporation is obsessed with the idea 
that it runs a parallel Government and it is not subordinate to the 
Fiocal Government. It forgets that it came into existence because of a 
statute passed by this House, by this subservient Legislature, sub- 
servient because the present Legislative Council is in a manner a replica 
of the first Council. There were men like my friends Mr. Jatindra 
Nath Basu, Rai Bahadur Dr. Haridhun Dutt, Mr. S. M. Bose, 
Mr. Razaur Rahman Khan, Nawab K. G. M. Faro(|ui, Sir Provash 
Chunder Mitter and my humble self, who helped Sir Surendranath 
Banner jea in placing the Calcutta Municipal Act on the statute 
book ; it was not a Swarajist or a Congress liCgislative Council. 
Sir, Mr. B. C. Chatterjee said that it is never too late to do justice, 
but justice has to be sought, acad should be spurned with contempt. 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu said that as the Local Self-Government 
Department had nothing better to do, they wanted to scrutinise the 
appointment of Corporation teachers. To that my reply is that it is 
somebody’s duty, it is the duty of the Corporation to scrutinise 
it, but as they refused to discharge their obligation, certainly 
Government had to step in. And Mr. Basu said that so far as law 
and order were concerned, the Ministry of Local Self-Government 
should have left the matter to the Ilon’ble the Home Member. Sir, • 
this would have been shirking responsibility, because the Calcutta 
Corporation is under the Ministry of Local Self-Government and not 
under the Hop'ble Sir William Prentice. 
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Sir, mjjf esteemed friend, Mr. Chatterjee, has urged more than once 
on the floor of this House that law and order should be transferred to 
a Minister. Now, this is a test of the mentality of persons like my 
friend. What support he and men of his mentality would offer to 
future Ministers when they would be called upon to discharge an 
unpleasant task regardless of popular applause. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE; As regards law and order, I would 
always support you. 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I am sure he 
will not like to transfer the important department of law and order to 
Ministers who would be shirkers and who would like to shift the res- 
ponsibility from their shoulders to the shoulders of their colleagues. 
(Ironical cheers.)^ 

Sir, a clever and astute lawyer like Mr. Chatterjee (Mh. Chatterjee: 
Question.) I quite appreciate his humility. He referred to the name 
of Pulin Bihari Das. I never mentioned his name. He was granted 
amnesty by His Majesty, but Mr. Chatterjee conveniently forgot to 
mention the names of Priya Nath (languli, Jnananjan Neogi and others. 
What of themJ^ 

Mf. B. C. CHATTERJEE; Priya Nath Ganguli made a confession 
and was pardoned by Government. 

Th« Hoft’Me Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Might be, but 

the record does not show it. 

Sir, l)r.« Sen Gupta said that the Minister was not in a position 
to say what was the amount of loss that the rate-payers had suffered. 
I think that my friend is always ''imagination all compact.” Perhaps, 
being so, he failed to give sufficient attention to the dry figures which 
I mentioned on the floor of this House while moving the reference of 
this Bill to Select Committee. I would remind him that the unrealized 
rate bills piled up 

• 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE; On a point of information, Sir. Does 
the Hon’ble Minister know’ that the pamphlef issued by his department 
mentioned Pulin Das’s name? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY : I never men- 
tioned his name. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Does the Hon’ble Minister take res- 
ponsibility for this pamphlet (the member showed the pamphlet to the 
House). 

Tha Hofi’bto Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: JNo, I don’t. 

# 
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Mr. Bt C. CHATTERilEE: Did the GoTemment circulate it? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I have got 
nothing to do with it. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Possibly^ it was circulated by 
the Police Department. 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I think it was 
circulated by the Publicity Department of Government, with whose 
activities I am not concerned. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. You cannot make the Hon’ble 
Minister responsible for any pamphlet that might have been issued by 
the Publicity Department. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERilEE: On a point of*brder. Sir. This 
pamphlet was circulated in the precincts of this Council, and I fake it 
that it was circulated with your approval. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, but it does not follow that it was either 
authorized by the Hon’ble Minister or had anything to do with the 
prospective debate. The Publicity Department requested that this 
pamphlet might be circulated to the members of this House, and I 
agreed to do so as I did in the case of the pamphlet containing the 
Mayor’s speeches. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Quite so, Sir. What I submit is that 
the pamphlet of the Mayor was circulated when this Bill was being 
referred to fhe Select Committee. It was put to you as "d pertinent 
issue before your permission to circulation was obtained, and, further, 
the matter was pertinent to the discussion. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It really makes no difference. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: On a point of personal 
information, *Sir. The Hon’ble Minister was pleased to refer to me as 
“imagination all compact.’’ Does he mean that I am either a lunatic, 
or a lover, or a poet? (Laughter.) 

The Hoffl’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: A combination 
of the three, Sir. (Laughter.) 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: On a point of information. Sir. In 
whose charge is the Publicity Department? 

The Hcm’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: Sir, may 1 
inform the House that no Member of Government is a member of the 
Publicity Department. 
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Mr. KC.CHATTERJEE: It seems, Sir, Government is disowning 
the Publicity Department ! 


Thi Non’blc Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROX: Sir, I may remind 
Dr. Sen Gnpta that the unrealized rate bills piled up from Rs. 2 lakhs 
to Rs. 36 lakhs, and surely a portion of that amount will be time- 
barred. 

Then, I would draw his attention to the contract in connection with 
the Moore-Bateman sclieme which was executed by the Indo-Swiss 
Trading Co. for a sanction of Rs. 9,000 and odd, but which ultimately 
came up to Rs. 1,16,000 and odd. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Date? 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; 1 shall give the 
date. • 

I, shall now read out the remarks of the Chief Accountant of the 
Calcutta Corporation in this connection. He says that the steady 
evolution of this estimate from a small seed to a gigantic plant, as it 
were, is an interesting study — shall I call it a iminful study? It 
would certainly be interesting to compare tlie dejiartmental estimate of 
Rs. 9,788 for extras with the contractor’s claim of Rs. 87,488 for worn- 
out parts, etc., and an additional .sum of Rs. 26,000 for various works, 
the nature of whicli could not he ascertained by the Accounts Depart- 
ment. This is what the Chief Accountant of the Calcutta Corporation 
says. (A voick: What is tlie implication? I cannot follow you.) 
Sir, the implication is this, that the money of the Corporation was 
wasted andjlie Chief Accountant took exception to this in his capacity 
as the guardian of the finances of the Corpomtion. Naturally, he 
pointed out that this rise from Rs. 9,000 and odd, the dejmrtmental 
estimate, to Rs. 1,16,000 and odd, was certainly unjust and unjustifiable. 
He goes on to say timt even if a new machine had been purchased, it 
would have been clieaper, and all thi.s was done even without sanction. 
There was a post mortem sanction by Government, because Government 
did not like to hold up matters in tlj^ Calcutta Corporation 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: What is the date? 


The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is to be found 
in the proceedings of the 3-3rd Water Supply Extension Special (Vjm- 
mittee, held in the Municipal Office, on Friday, the 17th June, 1932. 

Then, about Bando’s case, to which reference has been made more 
than once by some hon’ble members. I may read what the Chief 
Accountant said in this ^onnection from the Audit Report. The Chief 
Accountant reported on the 3rd February that it could not be denied 
tliat the non-execution of the agreement within a reasonable time after 
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the 24th April, 1929, and payment in advance of large sums before 
the execution of the scheme played an important part in making the 
Corporation accept the modified terms on the 26th September, 1930, 
and in enhancing thd rate from Rs. 15 to Rs. 30 per foot, resulting in 
a total excess of Rs. 1,22,676 over the original amount of contract. 
The Corporation suffered a loss because there was no contract executed 
originally and the work was imdertaken without any execution of con- 
tract by this contractor. Sir, lastly, I would refer Dr. Sen Gupta to 
the realisation of taxes under the Motor Vehicles Tax Act. I gave 
figures on the last occasion that in the course of the last three years 
the Corporation must have lost to the tune of Rs. 15 lakhs, if anything. 

Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee has described this measure as mis- 
chievous, but I was anxiously waiting to hear him to elucidate his point 
and to explain what made him say that the Bill was mischievous. The 
Bill tries to check the appointment of persons who Vere convicted for 
revolutionary activities either as teachers or as officers. The Bill, pro- 
vides that there should, be proper audit and there should be surcharge 
for the loss of money to the rate-payers, if the loss has been brought 
about by negligence or mi.sconduct of any officers or Councillors or 
Aldermen of the Corporation. Sir, these are the two provisions of the 
Bill. 

The provision about the surcliarge finds place not only in other 
provincial Acts but also in the English Statutes; they are the recognised 
safeguards in the statutes of all local bodies all over the civilised world. 
Mr, Mookerjee stated that the affairs of the Corporation could not be 
managed in the way the Government wanted them to be managed. 
Government wanted them to be managed only according to^these recog- 
. nised principles. Sir, if the affairs of the Calcutta Corporation cannot 
be managed according to these principles, does Mr. Mookerjee approve 
of the affairs being managed according to the principles of self-interest 
and according to the principles of party clique P Then, he criticised 
my communique — the communique whicli was issued on the 31 st of 
March last, explaining why Government did not wait for any motion 
before the House. There was no^motion, so I could not speak in this 
House. As you, Sir, know very well, the matter was referred to you, 
and you ruled that I couM not speak : naturally, I had to issue a com- 
munique on behalf of Government, explaining the position. 

Sir, that is all, and I hope I have clearly explained the charges, 
and I may again reassure the House that the Bill has been introduced 
out of a sense of duty to the rate-payers of Calcutta and not in a vindictive 
spirit. If the Bill is placed on the statute book, it is the rate-payers’ 
money that will be saved. If any money is realised from persons who 
waste the rate-payers* money, that will go into the coffers of the Calcutta 
Corporation and not be credited to the treasury of thq Local Govm- 
ment. * 
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B« A> NAG S Sir, I beg to move that the question be no^ 


The motion that the Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933 
be recommitted to the Select Committee being put, a division was takei 
with the following result : — 


AYES. 


All, IlMlvi NMttll. 

■tktli, Mailvi lyaS MafW. 
•iMrjl, Mr. e. 

■•M, Hr. Martatfra Kanar. 
Skattariaa, Hr. t. «. 
eiHuHSarl, Hr. Jagaaira Cbaaira. 
Obaaibari, laba KMari Mabaa. 
Sbaaabarl, Maaivi Naral Abiar. 
raHaHab. Maalvl Mabaaiawtf. 
ebaat. Or. Aaiaiya Rataa. 


Hagaa, Kaii laHaiai. 

Mam, Mr. R. 

Maabarjaa, Mr. tyaaiatraiaa. 
Ral Mabaaal, Maaladra Dab. 
Ray, Mr. Ibaati ibabbaratvar. 
Raat, taba NaMal. 

Ray, iaba JHanara Natb. 

•aaia«. Maaivi AbSai. 

taa Rayta, Dr. Naraib Obaabra. 


NOES. 


Alaal, Raifabiaia Kbaraja Mabaiaaiaa, Kbaa 
Rabatfar. 

All, Maaivi tyab Raaibtr. 

Araiitraai, Mr. W. L. 

Asbwartb, Mr. 0. 0. 
iaktb, Maaivi Ibaik Rabiia. 

•al, Raba Lallt Kaaiar. 

Ral, Ral lablb larat Obaabra. 
taaaarjM, iaba JHvNraial. 
laraia, Ral tabib Raatbaaaa. 

Rlrkaiyra, Mr. H. 

§•», Mr. t. M. 

Rattaailay, Mr. JaM. 
iara, Mr. H. N. 

Obaaibari. Kbaa Rababar Maaivi Aiiaiaataaiaa. 
•baaibari, Kbaa iabadar Maalvl llatiar Rabaiaa. 
Obfvabary, Maaivi Abtfal Rbaai. 

ObaaMbary, Haji Raai Abaiaa. 

Rabaa, Mr. D. 4. 

Oaia, Hr. R. R. 

Das, Rai iababar Kaailai Kaaiar. 

Das, Rai Rabaiar latyaaira Kaaiar. 

Datt, Rai Rabaiar Or. Hariibaa. 

Kiflay. Mr. R. R. A. 

Kaaafji, Maahri Rar Rabaiaa Kbaa. 
raraial. tbs Naa'bis K. R. H., Kbaa Rabaiar. 
f varsas, Mr. L. R. 

Parfasaa, Mr. R. N. 

Rbataavl, tbs Maa’bis AlbaiJ Ravab Rabaiar 
tbr Abislhsria^ at DIMaar. 

RMabrisl, Hr. R. H. 

R tai il ag, Mr. D. 

Rfsafca, Ral Rabaiar Rairlias. 

•abi,Raba PrataHa RaaMr. 

•abii,Mr.p.H. 

Naiai, Kbaa Rabaiar Haalvt AiMal. 
nm> Nr. R. p. 

Haapar, Mr. R. R. 

MiMhi, Ravab Mabbaiiaf, Kbaa Rabaiar. 
Mawala, Maalvl Mabaaiaiai. 

llai^^Ra,*Maalvl s^v tfFa t, 


Kariia, Maaivi Abial. 

Kassai, Maalvl Abal. 

Kbaa, Kbaa Rabaiar Maaivi Maauaai All. 
Kbaa, Mr. Raiaar Rabvaa. 

Kbaa. Maaivi Taaiisaiila. 

Laskbtft, Mr. A. R. i. 

Mag airs, Mr. L. T. 

Masaa, Mr. R. A. 

Millsr, Mr. a. a. 

Mittsr, tN Naa'bis lir Prsvasb abaaisr. 
MHtsr, Mr. §. a. 

MNtra, Raba larat ebaaira. 

Maaiia, Kbaa Rabaiar Mabaauaai Abial. 
Hakbsrii, Rai Rabaiar latlsb Rbaaira. 
Malltsk, Mr. Mafcaaia Rsbary. 

Nag, Rsvsrsai R. A. 

Naaiy, Mabaral Iris Rbaaira, sf Kaslaibasar. 
Naaiaaiiia, tbs Hsa’bis Mr. Kbwaja. 

NItbsll, Mr. a. K. 

Pbilpst, Mr. N. a. V. 

Prsatlss, tbs Hsa'bis lir WilUaai. 

Raassai, Maaivi Abal. 

^ Rabssai, Mr. A. 

RabauM. Hr. A. p. M. Abiar.* 

Rabaiaa, Maalvl Asliar. 

Ralkal, Mif prssaaaa Dsb. 

Ray, Raba Aaalyaibaa. 

Ray, Raba Kbsttsr Mabaa. 

Ray, Raba Nagsaira Narayaa. 

Ray, Obavibary, Mr. K. a. 

Ray, tbs Naa'bis llr RIJay Prasai llagb. 

Ray, iaba Harlbaaaa. 

Ray, Mr. l a i ls sv ar Magb. 

Ray, Mr. larat Kaw. 

Ray, Hr. a. N. 

Ray, R b aa ib arl, iaba Nsh ebaaira. 
laa ii t i N ib , Haalvf MabiMMai. 
l a b aa a , Raba aatya Klakar. 
fMbsr, KM laMb Rsbatl Mabaa. 
isa,RaliabiiAkfbay (^ar. 

•aa,Mr.t.R. 
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depai^ent to show that there is any danjrer of the Corporation offices 
being swamped hy men who would be disqualified under the new Act, 
if this Bill was passed into law. That being so^ I do not think it is 
necessary to have the Bill coming into operation as soon as it is passed 
and* has received the assent of His Excellency the Governor and llis 
Excellency the Governor-General. 

I submit that so far as the second part of the Bill is concerned, 
namely, that which relates to charge and surcharge, I must confess 
that I have not that familiarity with the English laws on Corporations 
which the Hon’ble Minister has shown, but I do submit that if thd 
Calcutta Corporation and the Bengal Government in all its departments 
have been able to go on so long without these provisions, then the 
deferring of the coming into operation of these provisions would not 
spell public disasfbr. Moreover, Sir, we have just had an exhibition 
of \^hat the results of the coming into opemtion of the second part of 
the Bill are likely to be in the proceedings publivshed in yesterday’s 
newspapers. As I have previously stated in this Council, every depart- 
ment of the Government of Bengal as it is now constituted and eacli of 
the heads of departments and heads of the Government offices are liable 
to be surcharged for acts of omission or commission, even a(*cording 
to the report of the Accountant-General, Bengal, who, I was glad to 
learn from the Hon’ble Minister, is the auditor under the Calcutta 
Municipal Act and who audits the accounts of the Governnient of Bengal 
also. I say it is trite knowledge to the members of the Council that if 
the reports of the Accountant-tieneral, Bengal, as to the acts of omission 
or commission of the work of officers of Government were to be taken 
into consideration, very few of them would e.scape sunffiarges. Still, 
in spite of that the Bengal Government have gone on and heads of 
departments when called by the Public Accounts Committee have not 
hesitated to say that they are ignorant of financial rules. It may be. 
Sir, that in cases like that of the Corporation which consist mostly of 
laymen who give honorary services, which they think to be their duty, 
to their home town — it may be tha^ many of tliem may be betrayed 
into voting for an expenditure of money which may not strictly be 
legal or strictly lawful according to the Awountant-General, Bengal. 
In these cases I think the law would operate with a great deal of hard- 
ship. But once the Bill is placed on the statute book, it will be hanging 
like the swmrd of Damocles over the heads of the Councillors, and I 
am sure that the terror of this sword of Damocles will make them more 
careful than what they have been according to the Ilon’ble Minister 
in the past. I do not forget that in the c-ase of one of the so-called 
unlawful expenditures — the removal of pumps from one station to 
another — that was done at a time when the great law-abiding Minister 
was a member of the Corporation and there was no protest from any side 
of the House, and therefore it is absolutely and transptfrently clear that 
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members of the Corporation may in times of emergency do things in 
the honest and bond fide belief as to the correctness of their action and 
they may do things which from the accounting point of View may not be 
absolutely lawful. But with this sword of Damocles hanging OTer 
their heads, the Councillors will certainly be very careful in future, 
and I do not think it will add to the difficulties of the Government of 
Bengal if my amendment is accepted. 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SI NO! ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose this amendment. The House has just now by an overwhelming 
majority given a clear indication that they want to place this measure 
immediately on the statute book and there is no reason why the enforce- 
ment of the Act should be unnecessarily and unduly delayed. If it 
were the desire of the House that some provisions of the Bill were not 
necessary and should, therefore, not come into immetijate operation, the 
House would have accepted the motion of Mr. P. Banerji or that o^ 
Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray. Sir, Mr. N. K. Basu has said that the 
number of persons convicted who are in the employment of the Corpora- 
tion is not very large. As the retrospective clause of the Bill has been 
dropped, so far as the present employees of the Corporation are con- 
cerned, the Bill does not touch them. As regards future employees 
suffering from disqualification, Mr. Basu assumes that their number is 
not likely to be large. If the number is not large or if the number is 
nil, this provision of the law would become a dead letter. There would 
be no application at all of this provision, so my friend need not be 
anxious about that. If the Corporation behaves properly, if they do 
not appoint persons suftering from disqualification, if they do not 
indulge in illegal actions, then certainly the provisions of tue Bill will 
not come into play. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu’s motion was put and lost. 

The motion that clause 1 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 


Clause 2. 

Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURi: Sir, I beg to suggest 
that clause 2 cannot be considered at this stage. 

Mft PRESIDENT: "What is your point? 

Bibu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: I submit, Sir, that 
before sections 123B and 123C are amended, this clause cannot be con- 
sidered. These two sections are to be operated as a bar to taking any 
action. After these amendments are disposed of by the House, thia 
clause and clause *3 can be considered. 
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presidents I agree, hut does the Hon’ble Minister also 

TIN HOfl^bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 have no objec- 
tion; they may be taken later. 

Mr* PRESIDENT* Then clauses 2 and 3 will be held up for the 
present. 


Clause 4. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, I beg to move that 
clause 4 be omitted. 

I should like io draw the attention of the House to the fact that 
clause 4 deals with the employment of political offenders. In their 
preSent form the provisions are less drastic than they were in the original 
Bill. The proposed section 54A provides tliat “without the previous 
sonction of the Local Government in each case, no person shall be 
appointed as a municipal officer or servant if he has been convicted of an 
offence against the State or has been sentenced to imprisonment for a 
term of three months or more” and the following sections are more or 
less consequential: tlie principle is that no person wlio has been con- 
victed of an offence against the State shall on any account he appointed 
by the Corporation without the samtion of the Local Government. 
Besides that, it also provides that no person shall he appointed who had 
been convicted of any other offence — such trivial offences as theft, 
pocket-picking or offences against women — provided that on conviction 
he had been sentenced to imprisonment for more than three montlis. 
Then, again, this disqualification is to remain only for five years. In 
other words, the moral guilt of a man who commits these trivial offences 
may be washed away in five years but the moral guilt of a person convic.t- 
ed for offences against the State cannot be washed away except by the 
Papal dispensation of the Local Government. Sir, I oppose all these pro- 
visions. There is no reason why a fjolitical offender, a person who has 
been convicted of a political offence, should J)e disqualified for appoint- 
ment to a Corporation office. He may be a man who is eminently quali- 
fied for the post; he may be a man who may be able to do very, very 
good service to the Corporation in that capacity. But merely because 
be has been convicted under one of the provisions of the Penal ("ode in 
Chapter 6 or 7 — offences against the State — offences which may be very 
slight, offences which need not necessarily be very serious, should not 
disqualify him from acting, say, as an Engineer of the Corporation or 
even es an educational officer. Mr. Nag yesterday, overburdened with 
a sense of responsibility which comes upon him by virtue of his adorning 
the benches of the Calcutta Corporation, regarded all t^ose persons who 
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do not happen to be there as irresponsible, and it is only irresponsible 
persons, who, he said, would recommend that such persons should be 
appointed to offices under the Corporation and especially as school 
masters. Mr. Nag has been speaking, I believe, the English language 
longer than he has spoken the Bengalee language — oftener at any rate— 
and perhaps he knows what is meant by the word '‘irresponsible^' or 
the epithet by which he characterised myself and others who do not 
happen to be in the Corporation. But I think the man who says that 
merely beciause a person happens to have been convicted of a political 
offence he is disqualified to be a teacher or anything else, is talking 
absolutely irresponsibly. It is probable that Reverend Nag has never 
read the sec^tions of the Indian Penal Code which are contained in 
Chapters 6 and 7. If he had read them, he would have found that a 
man though he has been convicted of one of the offences once in a 
lifetime may be the best of men to be appointed not 5bly to a Corpora- 
tion office, not only as a school master but to the highest offices of the 
State, and in this connection, I am tempted to remind him* that the 
highest ofece in the State, that of a Minister, was occupied by an ex- 
convict. Well, Sir, Mr. Nag was absolutely indignant at the thought 
that the Corporation schools sliould have political offenders as teachers. 
Now, the political offender may liave been a person who was a member 
of a procession which was considered to be illegal and which would 
usually be brought under one of the conspiracy sections of the Indian 
Penal Code, section 121 A, and he might have been convicted and 
sentenced to detention in the Court for the day. If such a man is in 
the school, he would certainly as a rate-payer objei't to sending his boy 
to the si'hool. I would not dispute for a moment Mr. Nag’s view in the 
matter. Tliere is no law wliich compels Mr. Nag to send liis boy to one 
of the Corporation primary schools. But there are thousands of people 
who would be quite glad to send their boys to the school in which a 
political offender or an offender of the type of Sir Surendranath Bannerjea 
taught. Hundreds and thousands of people were educated in the llipon 
College where Sir Surendranath Bannerjea taught. What is there in a 
political offender which makes him^unsuitable as a teacher? What has 
a teacher in a primary school teaching the elements of reading, writing, 
and arithmetic to do with politics? The boys in a primary school have 
got nothing to do with politics, and if a political offender who is a 
teacher there wastes his time by giving political lectures, certainly it 
would be time for the Corporation to take action; it would be time for 
the House Member through the myrmidons of the Police to see to it. 
Is it seriously suggested that the mere fact of a person being convicted 
of a political offence makes him in any way unsuitable for the teaching 
of the elements of reading, writing and arithmetic? I must confess 
I am not an apologiet of the Corporation ; I must confess that there has 
been a great deal said about the Corporation here as veil as outside 
which does not bl'ing them out in the best of light, but I must also say 
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that; the Corporation has not taken the straightforward attitude that 
they ought to have taken. The point is that the Corporation is run by 
persons who belong to a particular — 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Is it necessary to go into these matters again? 
I think it is your duty to prove the necessity of your present amendment 
and the defects of the clause as it stands. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: The present amendment 
is for removing the section which prevents the Corporation from api>oint- 
iiig political offenders. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What I wanted to point out to you was that as 
we had already discussed tlie principles of the Hill and had, on its merits, 
decided to take if into consideration, we should not reopen the general 
disttussion. We are now taking up the Bill clause by clause, and the 
amendments that have been tabled deal with specific portions of those 
clauses beyond which we should not go. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA; The (juestion before the 
House is whether this clause which disqualifies the juditical offenders 
from being appointed in the Corporation should stand or not. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: If I am not mistaken, you were trying to say 
something about the present const ittition of the (Corporation. Then 
again, you attacked Mr. Nag in respect of certain observations whitdj he 
made witl^ regard to a different motion. If I allow you to go further, 
the result will be that when Mr. Nag rises to speak again he will 
naturally make an attempt to retaliate. The wordy duel will thus go 
on and there will be no end of it. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: What I may be per- 
mitted to say is that people have been appointed in the Corporation 
who hold a particular political opinion. They have been appointed 
in preference to others because the party in power in the Corporation 
happens to hold that imrticular political opinion. I do not think that 
there is anything wrong in that. The mere fact that a few of these 
persons have been political offenders is immaterial, especially with regard 
to the fact that their political offences might be of a trivial nature. The 
language of the section makes the conviction of a political offence in 
itself a disqualification without regard to the gravity of the offence. 
First of all, I say that the mere fact of a person being a political 
offender is no disqualification and the particular political party in 
power in the Corporation is justified in making such appointments. In 
the second plrfbe, I say that in case the absolute disqijalification placed 
upon a political convict is absolutely unjustified, I do not say that the 
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Corporation hare been very judicious in making their appointments, I 
do not justify their appointments at all, but I say that a self-governing- 
body ought to have the liberty to appoint persons whom they considered 
suitable. If it is the policy of the State to suppress political move- 
ments which are obnoxious by taking action against these political 
offenders, the State is perfectly at liberty to do so, but what the Cor- 
poration is asked to do by this clause is to assist the State in suppressing 
political movements by taking the bread away from the mouths of the 
political offenders. That may be a part of the policy of Government,, 
but why should the Corporation be asked to assist them in carrying out 
that policy? It has been said that this is not a new principle that has 
been introduced ; it is already in the Act. In the Act there are certain 
disqualifications which are mentioned in respect of certain things. 
They go upon one particular principle. Persons having an interest in 
any contract in the Corporation are not eligible 4or appointment. 
Persons convicted of offences involving moral turpitude are disqualified. 
But this is quite a different disqualification ; a disqualification is brought 
in in pursuance of a particular policy of the State for the time being. 
I think interference with the powers of the Corporation in the matter 
of appointments for the purpose of giving effect to a particular policy 
of the Government for the time being is entirely objectionable. In 
saying this,! hope I shall not be accused of being an advocate of the 
Corporation. What I want is that we should consider the question of 
principle apart from the qxiestion as to whether the Corporation has 
acted rightly or wrongly in the past in respect of other matters. Even 
with regard to this matter, the question is whether it would make it 
possible for Government to enforce its policy of repressing a particular 
kind of political activity through the Corporation. For instance, let 
us suppose that some day the Communists capture the Council and they 
become Ministers, and they consider that every person who supports 
private ownership is an offender against the State. And the Govern- 
ment would be then justified under this clause to go and say to they 
Corporation that the Corpomtion which might be governed at that time 
by persons believing in pri^-ate ownership would be debarred from 
appointing persons who believe in private ownership. Would you 
tolerate that sort of thing? Look at it from that point of view apart 
from all questions of controversies that have been raised. I submit. 
Sir, that there c«ii be no question that this clause is unjustifiable. 


Rtverml B. A. NAG: Sir, I rise to oppose this amendment. The 
reason is that though Dr. Sen Gupta has spoken for a long time, still 
he has not touched the essence of the section. The section does not 
say that political offenders should not be appointed. It only says that 
they should not be appointed without the previous sanction of the 
Government. It means that they may be appointed to the highest 
position in the Corporation with the previous sanction of Government* 
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NAIIE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA s On a point of poraonal 
expliiiiition, Sir. I do not know whether my friend was listening when 

I said that without dispensation nobody can be appointed. 

• 

RfV9f6fMl Ba At NAG: The wording is ^^without the previous 
sancticm of the Local Government/’ and we cannot go beyond that. 
As it has already been pointed out that political offenders have been 
appointed even in Government senice with Government sanction, I do 
not see any reason why Government should object to the appointment 
of a political offender whom they know to have turned over a new leaf, 
but in the case of those who are still breathing vengeance to Govern- 
ment, Government have every right to object. Dr. Sen Gupta referred 
to the main section, though he never read it. It says: “No person 
shall be eligible for any office mentioned or referred to in section 51 , 
if he is seriously indebted to any person.” I am afraid Dr. Sen Gupta 
might have gone^ little further and said: “What does it matter if a 
person be seriously indebted, he should be appointed as a teacher in a 
primary school or as the Chief Executive Officer.” The law is there 
and this is only an addition to it. In any case, the main point is 
that it does not disqualify a political offender. It only makes it com- 
pulsory upon the Corporation that in the case of a political offender hi.s 
case should be referred to Government. If Di'. Sen Gupta or those 
who support his amendment want to say that no such reference should 
be made to Government and give reasons for such a provision, the 
House will, I am sure, be glad to hear the arguments, but inasmuch 
as it has not been done, there is no sense in the amendment. 

The Hofi’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose thi% amendment. The main principle underlying this provi- 
sion, as I explained when I moved for referring this Bill to the Select 
Committee, is that Government wanted to prevent the Corporation 
appointments being looked upon as rewards for anti-Governmeut 
activities. The Bill nowhere lays down that persons convicted of 
political offences should be disqualified altogether from being appointed 
to the Corporation service. Nothing of the kind. But the discretion 
whether a particular political offenefer or a person suffering from this 
disqualification should or should not be appointed to tlm service of the 
Corporation should lie with the Local Government and not with the 
Corporation. If the Corporation had used their power with discretion, 
it would not have been necessary for Government to introduce this 
clause at all ; but I maintain, Sir, that tlie Corporation by their action 
have definitely encouraged anti-Government activities and have 
micouraged people to look upon Corporation appointments as prizes for 
anti-Government activities. It is for that reason that this provision 
has been introduced. I might tell the House again that this provision 
only seeks td prevent such appointments being looked upon as rewards 
for anti-Government activities. • 
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Sir, Dr. Sen Gupta asked the reason why should a person convicted 
of political offences — which may be very slight — ^be disqualified from 
appointment to the Corporation service. He cited instances, or at least 
stated that persons convicted of political offences occupied highest 
positions under the Crown or might occupy highest positions in the 
Corporation. Quite so. Sir, but I might remind the hon’ble member 
that they are all politicians or statesmen. The permanent staff should 
never indulge in politics. It is — and can never be — the intention of 
any Government or any public body that their employees should take 
to politics or their appointments should be looked upon as rewards for 
anti-Government activities. It is with this object in view that this 
clause has been introduced. As I said before, the clause is wider than 
it should have been; but it is a case of drafting difficulty. It is so 
difficult to leave out minor offences, but it is certainly not the intention 
that the provisions of this clause should be applicab|e to persons con- 
victed of offences of a non-political character. 

Sir, I oppose the amendment. 


Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I have a similar 
motion, but I think I had better support the motion moved by Dr. Sen 
Gupta. I have carefully listened to the speech delivered by the 
Hon'ble Minister to-day. I remain unconvinced as regards the neces- 
sity of the provisions embodied in this clause or in the effective 
character of the provisions. To my mind the Hon’ble Minister has 
been in no way successful in establishing a case in support of hig pro- 
posals. I would ask the House to (‘onsider the question from two 
aspects : the first is the encroachment on the powers of the Corporation 
in the matter of making appointments ; and the second is the encroach- 
ment on the right of a citizen to apply for a post under the Calcutta 
Corporation. The Hon’ble Minister and his supporters in this House 
have not been able to adduce any evidence to suggest that the Calcutta 
Corporation have in any Avay mi8use<l their power in the matter of 
appointments. Can he cite a single instance where the Calcutta 
Corporation have appointed a person against the instructions of the 
Government of Bengal, or .can he cite a single instance where a recom- 
mendation from the Calcutta Corporation has been turned down by the 
Government of Bengal? Sir, during the last ten years the Corporation 
of Calcutta have made many recommendations that required the sanction 
and approval of the Local Government in connection with appoint- 
ments. The Hon’ble Minister cited the case of Srijut Abinash Chandra 
Chakravarti who was a detenu at one time 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: Mr. Ray, you are not entitled to reply to a 
previous debate. 
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m* SHANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: I shaU try to avoid 
repetition as mnch as possible. I bow to your ruling, Sir. My point 
is tbat the Calmitta Corporation have not abused their powers. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: That is all right. 

Mr, 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, if there has been a 
case in which the Government of Bengal considered the appointment of 
a particular person undesirable and if the Corporation of Calcutta had 
insisted, in spite of the decision of Government, to make that appoint- 
ment, then there might have been an occasion for such encroachment 
on the powers of the Corporation. In the absence (d such action on 
the part of the Calcutta Corporation, it is rather uncharitable on the 
part of the Gover»ment to interfere with the discretion of an important 
body like the Corporation. 

Sir, I wonder when this novel suggestion entered the head of the 
Hon’lile Minister in charge of the Lo(‘al Self-Government Department. 
In this House, about a year ago we passed the Bengal Municipal 
(Amendment) Bill and we passed also the Local Self-Government 
(Amendment) Bill. On tliese occasions the Government did not 
attempt to encroach upon the powers of appointment of these local 
bodies. My suggestion is that in tins matter Government ought to be 
guided by one principle. If they did not consider it necessary for 
such modification in the case of municipalities and distriid boards, why 
should Government do so in the case of the Cabutta Corporation. If 
these undesirable persons can be appointed in the service of the 
municipalities and district boards of Bengal, why should tliey not have 
the privilege of being appointed to servi(‘e under the Calcutta 
Corporation y 

Sir, I may now refer to the clause. The clause, as it stands, says 
that it is not going to have retro.spective effect. These undesirable 
persons — I do not know why they art undesirable from the Government 
point of view, I am told they are thought so as they hold anti-Govern- 
meut views (Government have coined a nlw' phrase which has not 
been defined in any Act as yet) — will continue to serve the Calcutta 
Corporation. A man w’ho has been (convicted and sentenced to one 
year’s rigorous imprisonment and has been in the service of the 
Corporation will continue to do so ; but if there is a new job vacant and 
if a person who has been sentenced to four months’ imprisonment only 
and if that person applies for the job, his case will be rejected. On 
what moral grounds can you justify it? Sir, even the high priest of 
civil disobedience, the Chief Education Officer, can continue in the 
service of the*Corporation. I do not understand why the lesser fry. 
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i.e., those who hare been accidentally caught and conricted, will be 
debarred from applying for jobs. 1 think there can be no reasonable 
justification for this attitude on the part of the Government. 

Now, Sir, I shall turn to another point, and that is how the provi- 
sions embodied in this clause are going to help Government in their 
purpose. The fact is that in the opinion of an important member of 
Government the present Calcutta Corporation is anti-Govemment ; and 
to meet that situation what do Government suggest? They suggest 
that the Calcutta Corporation cannot make appointments of certain 
classes of people— they cannot appoint so and so. But, if the Calcutta 
Corporation is really an anti-Govemment body, they can easily 
frustrate the intentions of Government, in spite of this clause. If 
they like to patronise and help anti-Government people, well there is 
nothing that can stand in their way. They can appoint a relative — a 
brother of an objectionable person, or give him contracts. How are 
you going to stop that? What are you going to do in that situation? 
I would ask Government to seriously consider their position in the 
matter. Do they really believe that the Calcutta Corporation is anti- 
Government? I do not think so. Though Mr. Townend may say so, 
I think it is an unwarranted assumption. The Hon’ble Minister has 
already repudiated the action of the Secretary of the Publicity Section 
of the Political Department, and we should not be surprised if some 
of the members on the Government benches sooner or later repudiate 
the sentiments expressed by Mr. Townend the other day. He has 
definitely stated that the Corporation of Calcutta has been carrying on 
anti-Government activities. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am afraid you are again making an attempt 
to reply to a previous debate. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: No, Sir, I am only 
assailing the position of Government. My point is this: that this 
clause cannot be helpful to Government at all. During the last few 
years thousands and thousands of our countrymen have come in conflict 
with the Government. They may not have been convicted actually of 
sedition or of any offence which is considered to be an offence against 
the State, but they have been sentenced to long terms of imprisonment 
practically without trial or, may be, after the farce of a trial imder 
the ordinances and special Acts. At one time I read in the papers that 
80,000 civil disobedience prisoners were in jail. Sir, we have lakhs 
and lakhs of our young men gaoled during the last few years. So if 
you accept the clause you debar all these people from serving under 
the Calcutta Corporation. Is it fair and will it redound to the credit 
of any member of this Legislative Coimcil to debar so many of his 
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who have suffered, and suffered nobly, not for any personal 
oonsldttratioii for the great cause of winning the freedom of their 
mothwland? Sir, if they have suffered, they have suffered uncom- 
phiningly, and are you going to reward their services in this fashion, 
and* because they have the courage, the grit, the spirit of sacrifice to 
stand l^) and suffer for a great cause will the doors of the Corporation 
be for ever closed to them, unless they humiliate themselves and apply 
to Government in a penitential mood for condonation of their offences ? 

(At this stage the member reached the time-limit, but was allowed 
to continue one minute longer.) 

I would ask the House as well as the Government to look at the 
matter from this point of view and not create further mischief and 
trouble but accept the present condition of things and agree td drop 
this clause as unnecessary and useless. 

BaIiii KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI* I support the proposi- 
tion that clause 4 should be omitted. I have table<l a similar motion 
also, but as it has already been so ably moved I simply support it. 
The point which I urge for the consideration of Government is that a 
very absurd situation has been created by this clause. Some of the 
important members of the Corporation, such as the Mayor and others, 
may be ex-convicts and can do anything but they cannot employ any- 
body who was or has been ever convicted or sentenced or punished for 
any offence whatsoever. Here in this clause there is nothing about 
anything involving moral turpitude of the convicts, but simply anyone 
who has ever been sentenced to imprisonment will be debarred. We 
have also Ifcard it from the Hon’ble Minister that it is not the intention 
of Government that the Corporation should be allowed to do anything 
to reward persons who have acted against the interests of Government. 
My idea is that the Bill has been introduced at a very inopportune 
moment. We are anxiously waiting for the time when a general 
amnesty is expected for the political offenders. On the last occasion, 
Lala Harkissen Lai, who was then undergoing imprisonment for six 
years or so, was pardoned and he wfls made a Minister for the Punjab. 
To my mind the Bill is not well conceived. ^ Some time ought to have 
been taken at least to see in what way the new Reforms are ushered 
in. If there be such an amnesty, then there is no necessity at all for 
debarring the political offenders from any appointment under the 
Corporation. So, I think the clause should not be introduced at this 
mom^t. My point is that by this clause an absurd situation will be 
created. As I have said, if the persons who are to appoint these men, 
if they are not to be debarred from taking any active or leading part 
in the Corporation’s affairs, why should their subordinates be debarred 
from serving ^nder itP And in this connection I do not know whether 
Gk>vemment make any large contribution to the fundi of the Calcutta 
19 
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Corporation. I think the general principle is that whenever Govern*^ 
ment make any contribution to anybody, of course then they 
interfere. But if there is no such contribution, they should not inter- 
fere with an autonomous body like the Corporation in the way in 
which it is being attempted to be done. To a certain extent there 
should be autonomy and the Calcutta Corporation is an autonomous 
body, and they should have certain discretion in making an appoint- 
ment. If a particular individual is not guilty of any very serious or 
heinous offence, there is no reason why the Corporation should not 
appoint him 

(At this stage the Council was adjourned for 10 minutes.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: As J was saying, if 
Government do not contribute to the Corporation funds, it should not 
say in what way the thing should be done. Of course, abuse of their 
powers or misuse of their money can be controlled in some other way. 
If anybody does anything against Government, he can be prosecuted; 
he can be deported and otherwise punished. But simply because some- 
body is somehow or other sentenced to imprisonment for three or four 
years, or was convicted for some offence under Chapters VI and VII of 
the Indian Penal Code, therefore, he should lose his appointment and 
not find any place on the Corporation, — that is very wrong. 

In the case of educational grants, there are a large number of 
aided and unaided schools. In aided schools Government can inter- 
fere or impose some conditions as to how certain things should be 
done, but in unaided schools Government cannot interfere ih that way. 
Of course, if anybody belonging to those schools does wrong, he can 
be dealt with in any other way; nobody will prevent Government from 
doing that. The school authorities may be warned not to employ 
undesirable officers but that is all ; beyond that warning they cannot 
go. If you can say to-day that such and such persons should not be 
appointed, to-morrow you can say that such and such persons should 

not be elected. The elective principle has been introduced there. 

Anybody who can get the support of the majority of the electors should 
go there. The elected members are there and if the majority of them 
think that anybody is fit to be appointed there, fit to be encouraged, 
that person ought to be appointed. If that person does anything 
wrong or breaks the law, you can punish him in any other way, but 
the policy of the Government should not be to interfere with the 
internal affairs of the Corporation in the way in which you are attempt- 
ing to do by the provisions of the Bill. So far as this clause is con- 
cerned, I think it should not find a place in the statute book. It 

would be against the accepted policy that without paying anything you 
should not dictate terms as to the way in which the work should be 
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Either m the case of a public body or in the case of a 
priviite individual, it is absurd in itself. It is for this reason that I 
ask tiie Hon'ble Minister and the members of the House to consider 
whether such interference should be encouraged. Sir, it is strange 
^ that at a time when the whole country — at least most people and most 
of the members in this House also — are crying hoarse for releasing the 
political offenders in order to create a calm atmosphere for the smooth 
operation of the Reforms, Government should proceed to enact such a 
measure by which the liberty, the autonomous character of a public 
body would be interfered with. Now, Sir, a particular Mayor may be 
an ex-convict, and if any convicted person goes to him for an appoint- 
ment and if the Mayor declines to appoint him on the ground of his 
being an ex-convict, would not the man turn round and say to the 
face of the Mayor that the latter also was an ex-convict P Perhaps the 
Minister will say^hat the Mayor is a politician of high order and the 
rule would not apply in his case. I say that tliat is no excuse. That 
man may be as honourable a man as the Mayor or the Deputy Mayor 
who may be an ex-convict. But because he holds a high position and 
the other man simply an applicant for an appointment, you cannot say 
that the former can be the head of the Corporation but the latti*r, the 
applicant, should not find any place in it. That is a position which 
will be absurd for the Mayor to deal with, and it will be absurd for 
the Local Government also to enact such a measure by which an 
autonomous public body should be obliged to carry on its affairs under 
their control. This is the reason for which I say. Sir, that this clause 
^I mean clause 4 — should be omitted. 

With these words I support the motion. 

Mr. P. BANERill: I rise to support the motion so ably moved by 
my friend Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta and supported by so many 
members. In doing so, I must say at once in the words of 
Mr. N. K. Basu, that what the Hon’ble Member in charge of Police 
could not do, the Hon’ble Minister is trying to do that by enacting this 
legislation. 

Mr. PRESIDENT. Order, order. I mijht tell you at the outset 
that you are not supposed to deal with the Bill as a whole. A parti- 
cular clause is before the House at the present moment, and you must 
confine your remarks to that particular clause. 

Mr. P. BANERJi: Yes, Sir. I refer to clause 4. By this clause 
the Minister in charge of Local Self-Government is taking away the 
essence of self-government from the Corporation in matters of internal 
administration^ May I inquire how it will be possible for a public 
body to have its orders translated into action if its*o£Scers are not 
§ 
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Appointed acc(»ding to ite own choice, but appointed by aomebody^ 
else. The very idea is absurd. Sir, 1 would point ^out two facts: 

It has been said that persons who have offended against the Stdie 
should be debarred from all kinds of appointmmit for all time to 
come and only those persons — ordinary criminals convicted of ordinary 
offences — ^will be automatically condoned after five years. Is it not 
an absurd proposition? Is it not in the interest of the Corporation 
that criminals should for all time to come be shut out. The Act of 
1923 says that such persons, that is ordinary criminals, must be 
debarred from any service under the Corporation. But here the 
Minister who claims to be in charge of a nation-building departm^t 
— and this is the funniest part of the thing — says that if the nation is 
to be built up, then our children must be taught by those teachers 
who are in the confidence of Government. Sir, we have seen that 
from the year 1836 when this secondary education %^as introduced in 
this country right up to the present time the policy of the Govern- 
ment — a foreign Government — has been not to educate our people— 
our children — in our own way so that they may follow the present 
awakening all over the world, because they know that by so doing 
the people will not submit to them. That is the present day policy, 
and I say thousand times that it is a mischievous policy. The 
Hon^ble Minister said that it was not mischievous when Mr. Syamaproead 
Mookerjee 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am afraid you are again making an attempt 
to reply to a previous debate. You should remember that I have very 
positively and clearly ruled that it is not open to a member to reopen 
a debate which has already been closed. 

Mr. P. BANERill. Very well, Sir, I will not do so in future. I 
say this is mischievous and I say that the first duty of the Minister, 
when lie claims that he is in charge of a nation-building department, 
is to allow the Corporation to educate our children in our own way. 
We all know that the present Hay curriculum is daily changing. 
Exception has been takei^ by the Minister to certain appointments in 
the Education Department of the Corporation. He said that the 
persons who were appointed by the Corporation were not wanted by 
Government. I submit, Sir, that it is the intention of the rate-payers 
of Calcutta that their children should be educated in the Corporation^^ 
schools where the teachers are appointed according to their own judg- ' ^ 
ment and not according to the dictation of somebody else. I wish to 
submit, Sir, that -this clause has been divided into two groups : one 
group deals with persons that have offended against the State and 
they will never be appointed. Therefore, I say. Sir, why should this 
measure be intfbduoed by the Minister when he admitted that th^ 
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mm t were appointed only in some cases, whereas Oovemment 
appcHplM persojis convicted even of offences involving moral turpitude. 
His point was that these persons were politicians and statesmen. How 
does he know that ? The convicted persons appointed by the Corpora- 
tion* may not be statesmen according to the Minister's idea, but I say 
that they are the greatest of statesmen. The main point is that you 
are shutting out persons convicted of offences against the State 
although their offences do not involve any moral turpitude, while you 
are allowing persons convicted of ordinary crimes to come in if their 
term of imprisonment is not more than three months; in the original 
Bill this term was six months ; and then, Sir, they will be automatically 
condoned after five years. As has been suggested by Mr. Shanti 
Shekhareswar Eay, I ask why of all persons the political offenders 
should be debarred from appointments. It has not been definitely 
stated who are jJblitical offenders. Does it mean that any offence 
agaipst the State should be considered as a political offence ? Supposing 
any person goes and shouts in the name of the motherland or sells 
cloths and asks his own people to use countrjnnade goods : will it be a 
political offence?^ Government have always said that we can support 
Indian industries; at the same time, when any member of the public 
goes out and suggests such a thing to his fellow'-men he is automatic- 
ally sent to jail. For such an offence why should a person be debarred 
from getting employment under the Corporation? That is my point. 
Why should persons convicted of such offences as non-violent non-co- 
operation be debarred from entering the Corporation’s service. There- 
fore, I say and say without fear of contradiction that taking advantage 
of the present situation, the Hon’ble Minister in charge of Local Self- 
Government is trying to see that a particular group of people does not 
find a place in the Corporation. May I inquire of him — who will be 
in the Corporation ? At least one party or the other will be in power. 
He said the liberal party was nowhere and the two wings of the 
Congress party fought the election. If it is suggested that there is a 
motive behind it, he will naturally say that there is no such thing. I 
dare say that taking advantage of th^ political situation of the country 
at present, the Minister has brought forward this Bill. Ht* being a 
popular Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department, 
is it meet and proper on his part to take advantage of the present 
political situation in the country? I think he should be well advised 
to accept the amendment, and if he does not do so, I should ask him 
zio resign and seek re-election. That would be the only constitutional 
method for him to follow. 


lillllvi ABDUft SAM AD: Sir, I support this motion, and I shall 
be very brief. The only justification for the introduction of clause 4 
18 that the CoBporation has deliberately misused its power by appoint- 
ing terrorists, murderers and dacoits and also appointed some teachers, 
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abont 30 out of. a total of 1,200, in the primary schools who wei^& cim- 
nected with the civil disobedience movement. As regards the appoint-’' 
ment of terrorists, murderers, etc., it has been shown on the floor of 
this House that that statement is not correct. It has not been proved 
that the Corporation has knowingly appointed any murderer or dacoit. 
It is admitted that they did appoint a few teachers who were connected 
with the civil disobedience movement. Civil disobedience movement 
was not a crime. It was considered as a legitimate means for winning 
freedom, and it was made an offence only by the promulgation of the 
ordinance. So far as our information goes, the appointment of those 
persons who were connected w'ith the civil disobedience movement was 
made before the promulgation of the ordinance. Unless it can be 
proved that the Corporation in utter disregard of the ordinance appointed 
persons convicted for joining the civil disobedience movement, the 
introduction of this clause is unnecessary. Governifient ought to have 
waited and seen how the Corporation behaved in the future, but no 
opportunity has been given to the Corporation to mend its way. 
Instead of that, Government have brought in this Bill in hot haste. 
I know the Minister is confident of his victory in this House, and 
therefore he may not budge an inch and may insist on the retention 
of the clause. But his strength lies not in the strength of his case 
but in the weakness of the opposition in this Council. Whatever may 
be the result of this motion, it is a fact that this measure will be very 
unpopular and will be resented by the public. Anybody who has read 
the newspapers must have noticed that the public opinion is against 
this measure, and the Hon^ble Minister ought to have some respect for 
public opinion. He would have been well advised to keep the sword 
hanging over the head of the Corporation instead of striking it. It is 
highly unpatriotic on the part of the Minister to intriKluce this clause. 

Mr. W. H. THOMPSON: Sir, you have already ruled that 
continuous repetition of a matter which has already been discussed in 
full in this House should not be permitted. You have in your dis- 
cretion the power to stop a memi)er who persists in these repetitions. 
I would like to assure you that from this side of the House you will 
have our whole-hearted Support if you take up a strong attitude in 
this matter. The only alternative would appear to be to hold an all- 
night sitting to expedite the business. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Is that a point of order? 

Mr. PRESIDEHT: Mr. Thompson has suggested that I should 
more rigorously prevent repetition of arguments. But, mere repetition 
is no crime provided the same arguments are put in different impressive 
ways, differentfy clothed. Besides, I am reluctant to restrict freedom 
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of i^pech as far as I can help it. I have, however, made it clear that 
iheip is now only one clause of the Bill before the House and members 
ahoiild confine* their remarks to that only. When a member rises to 
Bpeaki he must realise his responsibility and should be able to make 
fresh and substantial contribution to the debate. 

W. H. THOMPSON: But if his speech shows that he is 
unable to do so, would it not be right to call him to order and ask him 
to sit down? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Y ou may leave that to me. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Sir, I am very thankful to you that 
you have absolutely ignored Mr. Thompson. Up till now 1 have never 
heard of a memb#r advising the President in this way. Mr. Thompson 
is an ex-member of the Indian Civil Service and the spirit of 
bureaucracy is still very dominant in him, and that is why he thinks 
that he can lecture the House as well as the Chair. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. The Chair can take care of 
itself. I do not think that Mr. Thompson ever implied that the Chair 
was not doing its duty. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: But he could have said what he 
intended to say privately and not in this fashion. 

Mr. PRESIDENT. Order, order. I may tell you that I always 
welcome suggestions from the members of the House. I am prepared 
to weigh in the balance any advice that may be given to me, openly 
or privately, provided it is given iu the right spirit and with becoming 
manners. It is a pleasure to me to accept a good advice. If it is not 
of the right sort, I shall certainly reject it. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: I» the present case I think you did 
not consider the advice offered by Mr. Thompson to be pleasant. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It was not unpleasant, but it was superfluous. 
However, as it is already quarter pa.st seven and it is lime for us to 
adjourn, you may speak on the motion on Monday next. 

AflJourfiiiMiit. 

The Council was then adjourned till 3 p.m*. on Monday, the 4th 
fi^tember, 1^33, at the Council House, Calcutta. * 



Proceedings of the Bengal Legislative Council assembled und^ 
the provbi9ns of the Government of IndUa Act. 


The Council met in the Council Chamber in the Council Houae, 
Calcutta, on Monday, the 4th September, 1933, at 3 p.m. 


Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon'ble Raja Sir Manmatha Nath Rat 
CiiAUDHURi, KT., of Suntosh), in the Chair, the four Hon^ble Mem- 
bers of the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers, and 112 
nominated and elected members. 


Obittiary refersnoa 

Gentlemen of the Council : Words fail to exi>ress the horror and 
indignation one feels at the dastardly murder of Mr. Bernard Burge 
on Saturday last at Midnapore, whereby another civil serv^ant while 
doing his duty has In^en prematurely cut down at the hands of cow- 
ardly assassins. The infamous assassinations of James Peddie and 
Robert Douglas have already stigmatised Midnapoi^e and this black 
deed will undoubtedly deepen and darken the stains on her brow and 
tarnish her name for all time to come. Bengal must rise, to a man 
and woman not only to condemn these outrages but also completely 
eradi('nte the malignant cancer— or shall I express it better as virus— 
of manslaughter. I realise my responsibility when I say that terror- 
ism must go out of our land more in the inteiest of Indians than 
in the interest of Britons. We must save our magnificent history, 
our great leligion, and our ancient civilization. W^e must not bring 
down upon us the wrath of Gt>d ^and thereby wi’eck our mission to 
work out the salvation of our great and glorious country through 
Britain. A British officer dins been shot deiid at the post of duty and 
we must condemn the crime thus perpetrate<l with all the emphasis 
in our command. W^e must do all that lies in our power to prevent 
such nets of violence as sins against God and man, A nation can- 
not afford to ruthlessly tear itself away from its history, religion 
or civilization and advance leaving them behind to take care of them- 
selves. 

Our thoughts specially go out to the bereaved widow, and we 
wish with our heart that the Almighty will give strength to sustain 
her in the terrihie loss she has sustained. The late Mr. Burge was 
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sot tHWiown to os here as he was a member ol this Gouacil from 
Augdll to l>ec6mbery 1928, and took an aetive interest in the pass- 
ing dt the Bengal Tenancy (Amendment) Act. 

I would now propose, with your approval, to convey on behalf of 
thi8*Hou8e our deep and profound sympathy to the bereaved widow 
and family at the sudden and terrible loss they have sustained; fo-r, 
you all know that Mr. Burge was in the prime of his life and was a 
brilliant officer with a promising career before him. It is really 
nothing short of a tragedy — and I want the House to realise the- 
enormity of the loss. 


I would now ask the members to rise in their seats as a mark of 
respect to the memoi^ of the deceased gentleman. 


(Pause.) 


(Pause.) 


Ajl the members then rose in their places. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Thank you gentlemen. The Secretary will 
now take the necessary steps. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Rooruitment of depressod class to offloss of District Officers iiid 
Wards’ Estates. 

M50. Babtt HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Member in charge of the Revenue Department be pleased to 
state — 

(0 the minimum qualification for the post of clerks in the offices of 
the Collector, District Magistrate, and Court of Wards; 

(ti) the total number of appointments made in each of those offices- 
of the Noakhali district during Uie period from January, 
1932, to June, 1933; 

(Hi) the number of appointments given to the members of the 
depressed class Hindus; 

(iv) the percentage of present incumbents from the depressed class 
Hindus in each of these offices to the total number of posts? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that there is a number of matri- 
culate, under-^aduate and giuduate candidates from the depressed 
class Hindus in the Noakhali district? 
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(c) I» the Hoii’hle Member aware that the IHstrict Jud^ Of Noa- 
khali invited petitions from graduates only for the post of clerks in his 
office and that appointments were made by competitive examination P 

(d) Is the Hon'ble Member aware that the members of the depressed 
class Hindus could not stand competition with the members of the 
other communities in the said examination? 

(e) Are the Government considering the desirability of setting apart 
a percentage of these posts for qualified candidates of the depressed class 
Hindus? 

MEMBER 'm ohafge of REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the Hoit’hle 
Sir Provaah Chcimter Mitter): (a) (i) In the distiict offices candidates 
are required as a general rule to have i>assed the Matriculation 
examination. 

For Ward’s Estates no minimum qualifications are specifically laid 
down, but the Manager who has powers to make appointments up to 
Its. 60 per mensem satisfies himself that the qualifications are sufficient 
for the discharge of the duties. 

(it) District office — 7. Manager’s office — 11. 

(Hi) No Hindus belonging to backward classes were appointed. 

(iv) District office — 1 *28 from backward classes. Manager’s office — 
Nil. 

(h) So far as Government are aware members of the backward 
classes possessing such qualifications apply for appointment but the 
number is not known. 

(o) Applications were invited from graduates, but one yacancy was 
set apart for a candidate from the backward classes. 

(d) There was only one candidate from the backward classes and he 
did not do well in the test. 

(e) Government are not prepared at present to go further than is laid 

down in the Appointment Department memo. No. 3540-3554-A., dated 
the 28th April, 1931, a copy of which will be found on the Library 
table. • 


BMhi hem CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURIS Has the general rule 
referred to in answer (a) (i) obtained the approval of Government? 

The Hofi’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: If the hon’ble 
member refers to my answer (e), he will find that it certainly has the 
approval of Government. ^ 

BMmi hem OHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: In view of the fact 
that Matriculates are eligible for posts* in District Ofljces, why were 
applications invited only from graduates? 
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Honitto Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: If better can- 


didatM can be , obtained, there is no reason why they should not be 
tahen in. 


Bate HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Are not the Matri. 
oulates capable of dischar^ng the duties of clerks in the District 
Offices? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am afraid I cannot allow that question. 


8mall-pox epidemics in Bengal. 

• 

♦151. Rai Sahib 8ARAT CHANDRA BAL: (a) Will the Hon'ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government DepaKnient be pleased 
to state whether the Director of Public Health, Bengal, has informa- 
tion to state the number of persons unprotected by vaccination in each 
district and what proportion of that number is female P 

(b) How many epidemics of small-pox broke out in each district 
during the year 1932-33? 

(c) How many males and females were affected? 

(d) How many of them were protected before attack amongst the 
males and females? 

(e) How much time was taken to get infonnation of tlie outbreak of 
such epidemics? 

if) What period did each epidemic take for complete subsidence in 
each locality? 

(g) Was any arrangement made to give facilities for the vaccina- 
tion of the Purdahnashin zananas in such affected localities where vacci- 
nation by male vaccinators was not possible? 

(h) If the answer to {g) is in tffe affirmative, was any greater pro- 
gress noticed in this direction in controlling small-pox epidemics by 
engaging female vaccinators? 

(t) Are the Government considering the desirability of making it a 
condition at the time of making grants to the district boards that such 
money is meant specially for providing female vaccinators at the time of 
epidemics ? 

MINISTER in chatvof LOCAL SELF-COVERNMINT DEPART- 
MENT (the Hofi’ble Sir Bijoy ProMd Slnglh Roy): (a) No. 

(b) and (/) A statement is laid on the table. 
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(<?), (<£), (e), (jg) and (h) It ig not posgible to reply to these qnestioM 
without making special inquiries from local bodies which would entail 
an expenditure of time and money incommensurate with the value of 
the information when obtained. Government regret therefore that they 
are not prepared to undertake them. 

(t) No. This condition was made till 1929, when it was dropped 
after it had proved unworkable. 


Statement referred to in the reply to starred question No. 161 (b) and (/), 
showing the reported outbreaks of small-pox epidemics in the 
districts of Bengal during the year 1932-33. 


District. 

Period of outbreak. 

Perio(f of subsidence. 

Burdwan 

lat — April, 1 932 

2nd — November, 1932 

Middle of August, 1932. 

August, 1933. 

Midnapore 

January, 1933 

March, 1933. 

Howrah 

let — April, 1932 

2nd — February, 1933 

June, 1932. 

June, 1933. 

24*Farganas 

February, 1933 

July, 1933. 

Khulna 

End of February, 1933 

Middle of March, 1933. 

Dinajpur 

April, 1932 

Middle of September, 1932. 

Rangpur 

February, 1933 

July, 1933. 

Mymensingh 

1st — April, 1932 

2n(i — End of December, 1932 

July, 1932. 

February, 1933. 

Faridpur 

Middle of December, 1932 

January, 1933. 

Bakarganj 

Latter part of February, 1933 

Latter part of March, 1933. 

Chittagong 

Latter part of April, 1932 

July, 1932. 

Noakhali 

February, 1933 

July, 1933. 


Scheduled castes. 

M52. Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (a) Will 

the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Appointment Department be 
pleased to state whether the Government have come to a final conclusion 
regarding the castes that are to be included in the scheduled castes of 
Bengal? 

(b) If the answer to (a) is in the negative, how long will the 
Government reqifire to come to a final decision on the point? 
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(c) jH a final decinon haa already been come to, will the Hon’ble 
Itember be pleased to state — 

(«) which are the castes included in the scheduled castes; 

(^■) which are the castes which have been included in the scheduled 
castes in spite of protest; 

(Hi) which are the castes which have been so included in the 
scheduled castes without any protest; and 

(iv) what are the reasons in each case for including: castes, which 
have protested against their inclusion in the scheduled 
castes, in spite of such protests? 

(d) Has the attention of the Government been drawn to the opinion 
recently expressed by Dr. Rabindra Nath Tagore disapproving the 
Poona Pact? ^ 

(c) If the answer to (d) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
going to make any further representation to His Majesty’s Government 
in England on the subject? 

MEMBER in chfurgd of APPOINTMENT DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon’blo 8if William Prentice): (a), (h) and (r) The member is refer- 
red to the replies given to sian-ed question No. 69 asked by Mr. Ananda 
M^han Poddar and unstarred question No. 41 asked by Mr. R. Haiti 
in the present session of this Council. 

(^) A Press report has been seen. 

(e) No. The memher is referred to paragraph 4 of the Communal 
Decision. , 


Bengal iludicial Service. 

•153. Rai Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Judicial Department be pleased to state — 

(i) the University qualifications, names and castes of persons 
appointed in the Bengal Judicial Service, year by year, 
during 1925-33; and • 

, {ii) how many of such persons belong to the scheduled castes of 
Bengal P 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that qualified candidates from 
scheduled castes are available for appointment in the Bengal Judicial 
Service? 

(c) Is it a fact that only one Munsif, Mr. Atul Behan Mallick, 
belonging to* the scheduled castes of Bengal, has been appointed since 
the creation df judicial services? 
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(d) What steps, if any, do the Government intend taking m the 
matter ? 

MEMBER in ohargse of JUDICIAL DEPARTMiENT (tha HonlMe 
Bir William Prentioe): (a) (i) For information regarding the names 
and qualifications of the persons appointed to the Bengal ttvil Ser- 
vice (Judicial) during 1925-33 the meml)er is referred to the entries 
in column 2 against Nos. 167-240 of the list of Munsifs and Nos. 1-47 
of the list of officiating Munsifs, in the Half-yearly Civil List cor- 
rected up to the 1st July, 1933. As regards the castes of Nos. 167- 
240 of the list of Munsifs excluding the Muhammadans, all belong 
to Brahmin, Vaidya, or Kayastha caste except Nos. 215 (Vaishya), 
225 (Barujibi), and 229 (Ugra Kshatriya). 

As regards Nos. 1-47 of the list of officiating Munsifs, the informa- 
tion regarding caste of all of them is not available* at present, but of 
them Nos. 3, 23 and 39 professed themselves as belonging to the 
“depressed class.’* 

(a) (w), (h) and (c) As the final list of scheduled castes has not yet 
been published Government are unable to reply to these questions. 

(d) When the final list is published, the High Court will be addres- 
sed on the subject as under the law selections for appointments are 
made by that authority. 


Local holidays for Moslem festivals. 

*154. Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Will the Hon’ble Member 
in charge of the Finance Department be pleased to state — 

(i) the number of executive and local holidays recently sanctioned 

by Government to be observed on the occasion of Moslem 
religious festivals; and 

(ii) the year for which these holidays are proposed to be observed? 

MEMBER in ohargie of FINANCE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’Mo 
Mr. J. A. Woodhead): (0 and (ii) No non-Act holiday has heen 
sanctioned for a Moslem festival, nor is it proiX)sed to sanction any 
such holiday. Orders sanctioning local holidays for certain Moslenl' 
festivals will, it is hojied, be issued at an early date. 

Rai Bahadur KEBHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Will these loc^ 
holidays take the pAace of those already sanctioned on account of ike 
religious festivals of other communities? 

The Hotl’blo^MT. J« A. WOODHEADs In some cases, yes. 
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ifimvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Has any non-Act holiday Wn 
allowed to any Moslem festival P 

Th# Hon’We Mr. d. A. WOODHEAD: No. ^ir. 

Rai Bahadttr KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: With re^riud u, 
the answer given in the affirmative to my supplementary (juestion, 1 
should like to know why the holidays enjoyed by other (ommiinities 
should be affected? 

The Hofl’ble M^. J. A. WOODHEAD; Partly l)e(ause the total 
number of local holidays is limited to 7. 


Objectionable posters exhibited in public places in Calcutta 
and mufassal tovvns. 

*155. Mauivi HA8SAN ALI; (a) Will the Ilon’ble Meml>er in 
charge of the Police Department be pleased to state whether the atten- 
tion of the Government has been drawn to the obscene and objectionable 
posters exhibited in public places in Calcutta and some mvfaiisal towns 
to attract visitors to the various cinema houses? 

{h) Have the Government considered the question that such posters 
are calculated to produce very harmful effects, l)oth moral and physical, 
upon young men and women, particularly students? 

(c) Whaf steps, if any, do the Government intend taking to check 
this evil? 

MEMBER in charge of POLICE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Sir 
William Prentice): (a) No. 

{h) and (c) Do not arise. 


Cinema Houses in Calcutta. 

*156. Mauivi HA88AN ALI: {a) Will the Ilon'ble MemW in 
charge of the Police Dej)artment l)e pleased to state whether the atten- 
tion of the Govemment has been drawn to the fact that Cinema Houses 
in Calcutta and some mufassal towns occasionally exhibit films which 
have a verj" demoralising effect upon the minds of the people? 

(b) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, what action, if any, do 
the Government intend taking in the matter? 
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The Hon'bla Sir WILl.lAit FRENTICE: (a) No. 

(6) Does not arise. „ 

Re¥6liefNf k» MAC: Is the Hon^ble Member aware that tb 
•people of India consider many of the films as objectionable? 

The Hotl’ble Sir WILLIAM) PRENTI&E; All the films are passe< 
by a Committee on which the people of various communities are re 
presented. Presumably, they do not consider them to be objection 
.able. 

Reverend B. Ai NAG: Is the Hon’ble Member aware that som< 
•of these pictures lower in the minds of Indians the estimation of th< 
people represented in them? 

The HoH’hle Sir WILLIAM! PRENTICE; That is a matter c; 
.opinion. 

Rei Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERill; Are there an^ 
orders fifoing to be issued for more stiict censorship of these films f 

The Hon’hle Sir WILLIAM! PRENTICE: The duties of the Cbm. 
mittee are well known to them. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Are the Government 
taking any steps to go into the question and, if possible, lessen the 
xigour of censorship. (Laughter.) 

(No answer was given.) 


Strictures on Government officials in High Court judgments. 

M57. Mr. W. H. THOMPSON: (a) H as the attention of the Gov- 
ernment been drawn to certain recent judgments of the Hon’ble High 
•Court containing strictures on the Cliief Presidency Magistrate and 
other Government officers including the Law Officers of the Crown? 

(h) Will the Hon’ble Member in charge of the Judicial Department 
be pleased to state whether the Government have held, or propose to 
hold an inquiry regarding these strictures? 

(c) If such inquiry has been held, will the Hon^ble Member be 
pleased to state the conclusions reached? 

(d) If such inquiry is considered unnecessary, will the Hon'hle 
^Member be pleaised to give his reasons for considering iv so? 
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Tht tion*ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: (a) Yes. 

(6), (c) and These judirinents are having the careful tonsidern- 
tion which they merit, but neither convention nov courtesy priuits nl 
Government now or at any future date making public their conclusions 
on such obiter dicta in the judgments delivered by the Hon’ble Iligh 
Court. 


Mfi Wi Hi THOMPSON: C<>uld not the Hon’ble Member, without 
disclosing what Government really think about these ohitcr dicta, 
indicate whether it is intendtMl that the offi(*ers who have l)eeu criti- 
cised shall l>e retained in their ap|>ointments? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: In a delicate matter 
like this, I regi'et^I have nothing to add to the considered answer. 

Mf. Wi Hi THOMPSON: Will these officers 1 k> dismissiMl on the 
strength of the judgment? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I have already given my 
answer. 


Bengali midwives. 

M5S. Rai Sahib SARAT CHANDRA BAL: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-Government Department be pleased 
to state whether there is sufficient arrangement for the training of 
Bengali miflwives in a maternity nurse course to enable them to take up 
J)ai training classes, and run maternity and baby clinics? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to lay on the table a statement showing for the last 
five years — 

(i) the cost of training such staff ; 

(li) how many Bengali women have been trained ; and 

iHi) how many are engaged? 

(r) What contribution is made by the Government for such a 
training? 

(d) Has the Hon’ble Minister any information that the Red Cross 
Society is taking any steps for the organisation of maternity and baby 
clinics at the diistrict and subdivisional headquarters? 

(e) If the answer to (d) is in the affirmative, how many such oentres 
have been org^ised within the last five years and what contribution was 
made by Gbreniment to such centres? 

v 
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TU§ NanHile Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (a) No. Bengal 
mid wives are not taught up to this standard. Dai training classes art 
conducted by doctors^, and maternity and baby clinics by doctors or Ir 
fully trained nurses. 

(6) and (c) Do not arise. 

{d) No. 

(e) Does not arise. 


UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(anawen to which were laid on the table) 

< 

Caning of boys in Government schools. 

59. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: (a) Will the Hon’blc 
Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to state 
whether caning of boys is allowed in Government schools? If so, 
under what conditions and restrictions? 

(6) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware that four boys of the Hooghly 
Collegiate School w'ere on the 21st July last caned by the head mastei 
causing profuse bleeding? 

{(') If the answer to (h) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
considering the desirability of taking steps against the head master 
and of preventing such coning in future? 

MINISTER in charge of EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (the 
Hoit’ble Mf*. Khwaja Naziltmckiin): {a) Yes, (uning is allowed. It 
is to l>e administered by the head of the institution only and in such 
a W’ay as to inflict pain without bodily injury. 

ih) Four hoys were caned by the head master on the 21st July, but 
Government are not aware that ppofuse bleeding was caused. 

ic) No. 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI; Is there a Gov- 
ernment circular si.ecifyiug the jrart of the body where such punish- 
ment is to l)e inflicted? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN; No. 

Bibu SATYAKINKAR 8AHANA* Has an Instrument of Instruc- 
tions been supplied to the heads of the institutions^ administering 
caning to regulate the force of inflicting pain without bodily injury? 
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TIM Hon’Ue Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: No. Sir. 

Oft AMULYA RATAN GH08ES Has the Hjurble Minister made 
any jnquiry of the fact as alleged in question {b) that them was no 
profuse bleeding? 


The Hofi’Me Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: The d(K*tor’s re|X)rt 
says that there was no profuse bleeding. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BAaU : For what offence were these 
boys caned? 


Ths Hon’Mo Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I am not in*e[>iired 
to give this information. The School Managing Committee were quite 
satisfied that the Jtction taken by the Head Master was justified. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Ts the TIon bh Minister 
aware that most of our nKnlern (Mlu(*ational aiithonties deprecate cor- 
poral punishment of this kind as demoralising to the Iwiys? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (ailing is sanc- 
tioned according to the Pklucation (Jknle of Bengal. 

Mr. G. R. GAIN: Sir, would it not have been better if all of us 
had a little more caning in our school days? (Laughter.) 

(No reply was given.) 

Babu SATYA KINKAR 8AHANA: What action do the Govern- 
ment take in case wlnu'c bodily injury is done? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: It would depend on 
the case when it comes up before (lovernment. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8W>\/1 RAY: What is the maximum 
number of striiies that can be inflicted under the Education (.Vide? 

The Hon’Me Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: Then- is no maxi- 
umm nuniWr piescril)ed. 

Khan Bahadur Mwilvi AZIZUL HAQUE: May I ask whether or 
not the questions of this fbnractei' will altogether diminish discipline 
in schools? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: Tn view of the fact 
that the School Committee ha.s defilt with this (jueHtion, I think my 
hon’ble friend’s question will not serve any useful purpose. 
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Ferry accidents in Bengal. 

60. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: (a) Will the Hon bl 

Minister in oharge of the Ijocal Self-Government Department be please 
to state whether the attention of Government has been drawn to 
series of ferry accidents in rivers in Bengal carrying away a good man 
human lives? 

(h) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware that, in most of these cases, th 
accidents are due to such causes as overloading, inefficiency of majhi 
and (Landis, inefficient supervision by the local bodies, as was revealei 
in tlie report of an inquiry held by the Sadar S'ubdivisional Officer 
Chinsura, into the l)oat accident in the river Hooghly at Chinsura 
on 9th May, HKll? 

(c) If the answer to (h) is in the affirmative, ' will the Hon’bl 
Minister be pleased to state what steps, if anj", do the Government pro 
pose taking to ensure efficient supervision over the ferry services? 

{(1) Will the Ilon’ble Minister be pleased to state whether th( 
attention of Government has been drawn to the various suggestion 
made in this connection by Sj. Balai Chand Adhya in his letter, date( 
30<h May, 1931, following the aforesaid Chinsura boat disaster? 

(e) If the answer to id) is in the affirmative, are the Governmen 
proposing amending the rules on the lines suggested? 

The Hoii*ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: {a) and (6) Yes 

(c) Government issued executive instructions in 1932, which would 
in their opinion be adequate, if observed, to ensure efficient supervision 
over ferry services. 

{d) Yes. 

(c) The suggestions were considered before the instructions of 1931; 
were issued. No further alteration of the rules is contemplated. 

BaiHl HEM CHANDRA ROX CHOUDHURI: Are the Govern- 
ment aware that there has Ih^oii a loss {)f about 100 lives ver^’ recently 
in the district of Noakhali due to a ImxU disaster? 

The Hon’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, there was 
a Government resolution on the matter. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What steps is it 
projx>sed to take? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I would refer 
the hon’ble meinber to the Government resolution. ' 
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School of hygiene in CaleuttB. 

0 

61. Mautvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: (a) the Hou'ble 

Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to state for 
how many years a scheme of school hygiene work has been in opera- 
tion in the city of Calcutta? 

(6) Has the scheme been made permanent? If not, why not? 

(c) Has the scheme been working satisfactorily? 

(d) What are the pay and prospects of the school medical inspec- 
tors under this scheme? 

(e) Are the Government considering the desirability of improving 
their status? 

The Hon’ble MV. KHWAJA NAZIMUDOiN: (a) The s.heme for 
the medical examination of pupils in Government and aided secondary 
schools for hoys in the city of Calcutta has been in operation since 
1928-29. 

(h) No: it was started as an exiierimental measure and has not yet 
been made permanent owing to the financial stringency. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) They are part-time officers each getting a monthly allowance 
of Eh. 50. 

(e) The (juestion will he considered when the financial condition of 
the province impnives. 

Miat^lvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: How many students eat'h diH-toi 
has to examine annually on an average? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I should like to have 
notice. 

MwHvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Ai •e not some of the schools ‘■itu- 
ated at a great distance »)f one another? • 

The Hofi’Me Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN; Yes, some of them 

are. 


Maitiwi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Do the doctors get any tnivelling 
allowance ? 

The HonlHt Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: No. The sum of 

Ks. 50 covers everything. * 
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Rai Bitfiadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANER4I: Is the school 
hygiene work carried on in Dacca and other districts? 

The Han’Ma Mr/KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: If the hon’ble mem- 
her waits till the last (juestion, he will have his answer. 

Rai Bahacfofr Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: What is the average 
annual exjienditure for the scheme? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I want notice. 


Primary schools and maktabs for bQys. 

62. Mauivi ABDUL CHANI CHOWDHURY: Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to lay on 
the table showing for the present— 

(i) what is the number of primary schools and maktabs for boys in 
the whole Presidency; and 

{it) how many primary schools are there in Bengal for male 
teachers ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (/) 28,030 primary 
schools and 15,088 maktabs. 

(n) There are no primary schools for male teachers ; but there are 6 
Muallim Training Schools and 80 Guru Training Schools, where pri- 
mai'y school teachers are trained. 

Mauivi ABUL QUASEM: In reply to (//), is this numl)er of 
te^ichers considered to Ik* sufticdent for 15,688 maktabs? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: The Guru trained 
tetichers are also qualified to l)e teachers in the maktabs. 


School Hygiene in Government schools. 

63. Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: (a) Will the Hon’ble Minister 
in charge of the Education Department be pleased to state whether the 
Government have a scheme for school hygiene work in Government 
schools in the rkxifassal ready to be put into operation? 
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(b) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state — 

(i) what is the scheme; 

iji) when do the Government intend to put the scheme into opera- 
tion; and 

(iii) what will be the pay and j)ro8pects of the school medical inspec- 
tors under this scheme? 


The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: [a) There is a scheme 
for the medical examination and supervision of pupils in Government 
hiprh schools and senior madrasahs, outside Calcutta, and in hostels 
attached to them. 

{h) (i) A copy^ of the scheme as approved in Government Order 
No. 3779-Edn., dated 20th November, 1929, is placed on the Library 
table.* 

(ii) An attemj)t will he made to introduce the scheme as soon as 
financial conditions improve and the additional funds re(}uired for the 
purpose are available. 

(iii) The member is referred to parajrraph 2 of Government Order 
No. 3779-Edn., dated 20th Noveml)er, 1929. 


Khan Bahachrr Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Why is it that no money 
ha.s yet been found for the pur]H>.seP 


The Hotl’Me KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: Because when the 
scheme came up before Government we were faced with n deficit 
budget. 

Khan Bahadur Mdulvi AZIZUL HAQUE: Is economy being prao 
ti.sed since 20th November, 1929? 


The Hon'Me htr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: Ah I hnve nnid, we 
starteil with a deficit budget. 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Has the scbcx)! 
hygiene been suspended in Dacca? 


The Hon’Ma Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I should like to have 
notice. 
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LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 

, GOVERNMENT BILL. 

The Caloiftta Mimicipal (Amendment) Bill, 1933. 


Clause 4, 

Mr. PRESIDENT: We were discussing clause 4, and Mr. B. C. 
Chatterjee was in possession of the House, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr. B. Ci CHATTERJEE: Sir, with reference to clause 4, which 
refers to section 54 A, we find that the framers of the Bill want (Gov- 
ernment to sanction appointments of men who illay have suffered 
imprisonment for three months. I submit, Sir, with the greatest 
respect, that this particular provision is going to work very hard, 
because, as we all know, |>eople may have been found technic^ally 
guilty on a charge of picketing. At one time, Sir, picketing was not 
an offence. More than a year ago I defended Satindra Nath Sen before 
a learned Muhammadan Magistrate, who was then acting as the Chief 
Presidency Magistrate- 

Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN; Why do you say 

“Muhammadan” ? 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Well, be<*ause he was a Muhammadan. 
Satindra Nath Sen was charged before this gentleman with picketing, 
and the Magistrate held that picketing was no offence, and that is 
exactly what I had ventured to argue before him too. Later on, the 
law was changed and picketing was made into an offence. 

Now, Sir, a man can be punished for saying to his countrymen 
“Don’t buy any goods excepting Indian ones.” I wsay that when a 
man is punished for making such a vequest of his countrymen it becomes 
dangerous if that man is also to be excludeil from any appointment 
under the Calcutta Corjwmtion on that ground. Only the other day 
I was sitting in the House of Commons, and I heard Mi. Lansbui’y 
saying rejxnitedly that every Goveniment must take very great care to 
see that mere opinion was not punished, that a man be not penalized 
merely for holding an opinion. He gave two instances of his imprison- 
ment on the ground that he held a certain opinion which, for the time 
being, did not find favour with the authorities. I would also ask the 
Hon’ble Minister to remember what Mr. Stanley Baldwin said in his 
6pee<*h at Manchester, viz., that the Indian has every right to say that 
his countrymen ought not and shall not buy goods exce'pt such as are 


I. 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


m 


1933.J 


made in India. If lie advocates at the same time picketing of goods 
other than Indian, he merely fulfils a jiatriotic duty, and his right 
cannot be hampered in that respect. That being so, 1 would ask that 
some qualifying clause should be added to this particular section as it 
stands. You should add “if a man had suffere<l three months’ 
imprisonment for an offence which involved moral tui*pitude or an 

element of violence ’’ because although everybody has a right to 

tell his countrymen that they should not buy goods except those made 
in his country, he has no right to enforce that request with violence or 
with an attempt at violence. If he approaches a man against his 
wishes, then he is liable to be punished, for every man has the frtHulom 
to buy as he please<l — that I can understand. But unless some such 
qualification is put in, it would cause very great harassment tt> a lot 
of people who honestly hold the opinion, and themselvovs practice it, 
and are ready to sijffer for that opinion. If anybody, who is a picketer, 
and is 8eiitence<l to three months’ imprisonment, but who has com- 
mitted no violence or e\en attempted to commit violence or anything 
of that sort, is going to be debarred from service under the (’oi'imra- 
tion, I submit, Sir, this kind of thing should be imiK)ssible under any 
law in any country, which calls it.self civilized. Iherefore, I >\ould 
appeal to the Hon’hle Minister to add in some such clause as “involv- 
ing moral turpitude,” or, alternately, “lias committed violence or 
made an attempt at violence.” 

With these words, Sir, I conclude. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Mr. President, Sir. in sfxmking 
on this anieiidiuent I want to make an eleventh-hour apiH*al to the 
ITon’ble Minister and to the members of this House to consider what 
the effect of this clause woxM be. I may say at the very beginning 
that I am not making an appeal to that section of the House, which 
finds itself here by a stupid provision in the constitution regulating 
affairs of which they know* nothing, excepting that their shaking of 
the pagoda tree may be interfered with, or tho.se in whose interests the 
Bill has, been promoted, because th(;v found that the (’nri>oration was 
able to take away contracts from their rapacious hands. 

• 

The Hon’bte Sir BUOY PRASAD SIMCH BOY; Supi^sed by 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu only, I believe. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: It may be that, but I am mak- 

inj; thi,< appeal to other .sections in this Housq and to the Hon ble 
Minister. 

Sir, here is a big local body supposed to be autonomous. And not 
only that. I have had it in the words of the Local Self-Government 
Secretary himfelf in his letter, to whieh referenee As made by the 
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HoH^ble Minister the other day, in his speech — I mean letter 
No. 2960M., dated the 1st July, 1932, — in which the Local Self-Gov- 
ernment Secretary stated! I'bat the Calcutta Municipal * Act, 1923, had 
placed the Calcutta Corporation on an extremely democratic basis, with 
its constitution having! been considerably enlarged. Then, Sir, the 
words which follow are very important: — “By reducing Government’s 
control over its internal administration to a minimum.” Well, Sir, 
here is a body of this description which I may add gets no financial 
help from Government. According to the statute, as it now stands, 
it has to get the sanction of Government to the appointment of several 
high officers — not all. The proposal made in this Bill is that the Ix)cal 
Government will interiere in the appointment of all the officeis and 
servants under this great l)ody. I submit, vSir, that there is really no 
justification for this demand on thei part of Government. As we are 
all aware and as you know. Sir, even in the case of district boards and 
municipalities in the mufmsal Government have not reserved any such 
IK)wer. In the case of unaided schools, too, I take it that Government 
have not reserved any such powers. But so far as this great Corpora- 
tion is concerned, this power is going to be taken ; and I submit. Sir, 
that there is' very little reason for this. T need not pursue the mis- 
representations made in the pamphlet that was circulated regarding this 
matter, because those misrepresentations have been “shown up” and 
the ITon'ble Minister has disowned all responsibility for this pamphlet. 
I regret that the Ilon’ble Sir William Prentice is not here, but I 
would like to tell him that these two pamphlets that were circulated to 
\\H clearly violate the provisions of the law so far as the Press Act is 
concerned, in not having mentioned the name of the printer or of the 
publisher in them. It may be that the magic letters jn sifiall type at 
the end of each i>amphlet, viz,, B. G. Press, show, that they were 
printed at the Bengal Government Press. Sf>eaking for myself, Sir, 
I have had the pleasure of knowing the Superintendent of that Press, 
viz,, Mr. Battersby, having worked with him in a Committee. But I 
am quite sure that he had no suspicion that he was qualifying to be a 
great romancer as the author of these pamphlets has proved to be; nor 
do T take it that Mr. Battersby is r'^ponsible for the non-mention of the 
names of the printer and the publisher of these pamphlets. However, 
that is another matter, I should ask the House — and, especially the 
Hon’ble Minister — whether it is necessary on the facts stated by him 
that a provision of this de.scription should be added. 

Sir, as far as I could follow the speech of the Hon’ble Minister the 
other day he was evidently in a temper against the Corporation. He 
thought that by trotting out some familiar phrases, phrases hpard of in 
other spheres, he could sufficiently and mortally condemn the Corpora- 
tion. For example, he stated that the Corpc^ration was impertinent in 
its reply to Go^^rnment letters : he further stated — an<L I am quoting 
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from the very letter from which I read out a few lines just now— that 
the Corporation wanted to run a parallel Govemiiient. I know not 
where he got tKat idea from, but perhaps it is just like giving a dog 
a bad name and then hang it. As regards impertinence, I have just now 
told.you that the letter began by saying that under the present Act 
Government s control over the affairs of the Corporation was redu(*ed to 
a minimum. After saying that he touched on the Corjx)rat ion’s delay 
in replying to Government’s letters, audit reports, disjx^sal of business, 
appointments, contracts and contractors, grants to other public associa- 
tions, etc. 

The Hon’We Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: On a point of 
order, Sir. Is the hon’ble member entitled to go beyond the subject 
under discussitm ? He is referring to a debate whi(‘h has already bwn 
closed. • 

NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: That is not a j>oint of order. 

The Hofi’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Mr. Basu is not 
the judge of whether it is a point of order or not. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I hold that it is a [joint of order: but I do not 
think I should prevent a jjarty leader from making introductory 
remarks. I thought that he would eventually come ])ack to the subject 
under discussion, 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Exactly, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT; 1 hope you are not going to labour that jjoint. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: May 1 state, Sir, that the 
remarks which I have just now quoted are absolutely unwarrantetl and 
were made on this very motion by the Hon’ble Minister. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: How do- you*prove thuty 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: He said this on the motion to 
delete clause 4. 

Tha Hon’hia Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I do not think so. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I suppose these remarks were made by you on 
the first day. That stage of the debate, however, was closed by me, 
and we have^ already started taking the Bill, clause by clause. Now 
the debate must be confined to the clauses as they come before the 
House one aftSr another. * 



*02 OOVEBNMENT BILL. [4ra Sept., 

Mr. NARENORA KUMAR BA8U; Quite so. May I remind you 
after the present amendment was moved by Dr. Sen Gupta, the 
lion ble Minister sixike in opposition, and after that several other 
mem^^rs s^ke before me. I took down certain passages from the 
Hon bJe Minister’s speech in opposition to this amendment. 

The Him'Me Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I distinctly remem- 
ber the fact that I never referred to that letter in opposition to the 
present amendment. 


Mr« NARENORA KUMAR BASUs I distinctly remember the 
Hon’ble Minister said this, and I took it down that the reply of the 
Coi'iioration to the vaiious points mentioned in the letter was most 
impertinent and eva.sive. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I remind the 
House that 1 said that in ('oiincction with the amendment of Mr. P. 
Banorji that the Bill he recommitted to Selend Committee. 


Mr. NARENORA KUMAR BA8U; 

hon ble friend, who is a yoiinijer man 
memoiy, I must say that I tnok it down 
present amendment, Sir. 


\\ ith ^reat> resjiect to my 
and likely to have a better 
when he was speaking- on the 


Mr. PRESIDENT: The matter need not be carried anv iurther. 
lou may accept the Hon’ble Minister’s statement. 

wJiat the Hon ble Minister says, and not .sis'ak on that. * 

Sir, you will see that so far as clause 4 is concerned, to delete which 

ritv ^-Tvs that “any autho- 

tf^shan '' P*'"**''" contravention of sub-section 

( 1 ) sha 1 If any payment is made in consequence of such appointment be 
deemed for the purposes of this Act to have authorised the making of 
an Illegal ,x,yme„t and sp forth." What I was going to submit to 
e House was this— whether it is meet and proper, if the Corporation 
seemmg to stand on its rights on certain matters does give a reply 
kitd i ’ I^latable to Government, to supjiort a legislation of this 
kind. My submission is that legislation amounts to this, that any- 
body who wants to enter into the service of the Corporation has to 
put in a declaration that he was never convicted of anv offence. That 
in Itself, Sir. I think, is an element which would take awav a lot of 
good caudidafes. Secondly, what ore the conditions for no'n-appoint- 
mentjn the Corporation? Anybody who had in his college days had 
tt light in a football ground and was hauled up before a Presidency 
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Mag-istmte, and given three months’ rigorous imprisonment and any- 
body who was /xwarded simple imprisonment for more than three 
months on a lesser offence would l)e debaned fr<^m employment under 
this clause. I submit that this is really not a valid ground for debar- 
ring^ people from taking up appointments under the Corix)ration. 
It has also to be remembered that a man who would he dis([ualified lor 
appointment under this clause as an officer or servant of the Torpora- 
tion would not be discjualified from becoming an Alderman, a (Vmncil- 
lor or Mayor. I want the Hon’ble Minister to consider whether it is 
fair that in these days of unemployment young men, who, sup[x)sing in 
their college days, were guilty of an affray with somebody or of riot 
in a public street or in a sense in which somelrndy were behaving in a 
way to w’hich they objected, and there was a free fight, no moral 
oblique attaching to it, whether it is proi>er that men of that descrip- 
tion should be del^iiTcd from appc^intment in the (Corporation. Again 
takii\g that they are political offenders, there ought to be an attenqvt 
on the part of their countrymen to try and wean tlimn away from tlu'se 
wrong ways, and if they have not been convicted ot any offence involv- 
ing violence or moral turpitude, I .submit, it ought to be made eiisi(‘r 
for them to attain a self-supporting status than for other ix'ople. 
Then, again, l)efore I sit down, may T remind the Ilon’ble Minister as 
well as his Secretaiy — both of them are young men and are not likely 
to pay much attention to the w^ords of an old man. (A'< voicK: You 
are not an old man.) I have been charncteris<Hl as an old man and I 
take pride in it. In this House, I am certainly older than the Minister 
and the Secretary — what even a much older man than myself said. 1 
am talking of Tohn Stuart Mill, and 1 would just give a (piotation from 
his book “liberty” : ‘‘A State which dwarfs its men in order that they 
may be more docile instruments in its hands, even for iHuieficial pur- 
poses, will find that with small men no great thing can really be 
accompli.shed : and that the perfection of machinery to which it has 
sacrific.ed everything, will in the end avail it nothing, for want of 
the vital power which in order that the machine might work more 
smoothly it has preferred to manage.^’ T ask them in all 'seriousness to 
see that they do not by their very efforts make the great (’oriwration 
of Calcutta — whether it is as great a.® the Government of Bengal or 
not, is not the question ; but it is a great Corporation — I ask them 
kindly to consider that by their action they do not make the great 
Corporation of Calcutta a home of small minds. 


Mr. 8. M. BOSE; I am entirely opposed to all the.se amendments. 
For one thing, we must safeguard our young boys and girls from being 
affected by evil influences which might lead them to various forms of 
law-breaking. We must, therefore, carefully select t^hers for them. 
Further, the main idea underlying this clau.se 4 of the Bill seems to me 
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to be that municipal officers wbo are permanent officials and public 
servants, should nob take part in active politics. That, I take it, is 
the fundamental idea^ underlying this clause. Their whole attention, I 
take it, should be devoted to their work, irrespective of the party in 
power. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: For 24 hours? 

Mr. 8. M. BOSE: All the time. Sir, the awful tragedy of last 
Saturday, the deplorable murder of an official, draws jwinted attention 
to the fact that anarchism and terrorism are still with us, and that we 
must all the time be alert lest the evil influence should spread. Such 
deeds, Sir, recall to our minds the immense danger that we are exposed 
to every day. The Bill, I submit, is an attempt to cope with this evil, 
and, as such, deserves our support. Clause 4, Sir, I submit, is now a 
very mild one. All possible objectionable features have been juirged, 
and I, therefore, think that it ought to be accepted entirely, as it stands 
to-day. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND. May I just say a few words on behalf 
of the ITon’ble Minister. It will l>e within the memory of the members 
of this House that on Friday evening when this amendment was 
inove<l, the Hon’ble Minister answered it and afterwards certain other 
speakers got up. If I may say so, no new argument has been put for- 
ward by them at all, not one. Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray supported 
the Government jxisition in a very violent speech; Mr. Chaiterjee, who 
was not present on the occasioni of the jiresentation of the Bill, put 
forward certain arguments which were put forward before and answered 
conclusively by the Hon’ble Minister when the Bill was first brought 
forward in this House and Mr. N. K. Basil merely made an appieal to 
the Hon’ble Minister. As regards this last speech, T do not think any- 
thing need be said. 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta’s motion was then put and a divi- 
sion taken with the following result: — 


AYE8. 


All. Maulvi Hatian. 

Bakili, Maaivi Syatf Majid. 
Bantrji. Mr. P. 

Baiv, Mr. Nartndra Kamar. 
Obatltrjaa. Mr. B. 0. 

Ohaadhari, Dr. Jasanira Ohandra. 
Ohaadkari. Baka Kimari Mahaa. 
Okaadliary. Maaivi Naral Akaar. 
raslallak, Maaivi Makaiiaiad. 
Bhaaa, Dr. Aaialya Rataa. 


Haqua, Kati Emdadul. 

Maitf, Mr. R. 

Maokarjaa, Mr. Syamaprasad. 
Paddar, lath Hantimaa Praaad. 
Rai Mabatai. Muaiadra Dak. 
Ray, Mr. Sbaati tbakharaswar. 
Raat, Baka Heiaai. 

•aaiad, Maaivi Akdat. 

Saa Bapla, Dr. Naratk Chaa !ra. 
Ilatb. Irijat Taj Babadar. 
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NOES. 


Afial, Mtwibiatfa Khwaja Mahamaiad. KItn 
•abadar. 

All, Maalfi Iftd Naathar. 

Arawtraaf. Mr. W. L. 

Aibwartb, Mr. 0. Q. 

•al. taba Ullt Kaiaar. 

•al, Rai tabib Ural Obaadra. 

Raaarji, Rai Bahadar Kaabab Chaadra. 

BaaatrjH. Baba Jitaadraial. 

BaraM, Rai tabib Paaebaaaa. 

BaMir Uddia, Kban Sabib Mauivi Mabaaiaiad. 
Birbaiyra, Mr.H. 

BtM. Mr. 8. M. 

Battaailay. Mr. 4 . M. 

Bam. Mr. H. N. 

Chaadbari, Khaa Bahadur Mauivi Aiimuuaman. 
Ohaadhari, Khaa Bahadur Mauivi Natiur Rahman. 
Ohewdhury, Mauivi Abdul Qhani. 

Choardhury, Haji Badi AhmSi. 

Cahva, Mr. D. 4 . 

Oaia, Mr. B. R. 

Oat, Rai Bahadar Kamiai Kumar. 

Daa, Rai Bahadur tatyaadra Kumar. 

Datt, Rai Bahadur Dr. Haridhan. 

Edflay, Mr. N. Q. A. 

Eaaafji, Mauivi Nar Rahman Khan. 

Faraqal, tha Hen’bia Nawab K. Q. M., Khan 
Bahadur. 

PawcBi, Mr. L. R. 

Fargaian, Mr. R. H. 

Bbaaaavi, tha Han'blv AihadJ Nawab Bahadur 
tir Abdaikarir, of Diidaar. 

Bilehriit, Mr. R. N. 

Bladdinf. Mr. D. 

Raba, Babu Proralla Kamar. 

Baba. Mr. P. N. 

Hagaa, Khaa Bahadur Mauivi Aiiaul. 

Half, Mr. B. P. * 

Haapart Mr. B. S. 

Hatain, Nawab Muaharruf, Khan Bahadur. 

Haiiaia, Mauivi Muhammad. 

NaiMin, Mauivi Latafat. 

Karim, Mauivi Abdul. 

KaMm, Mauivi Abal. 


Khaa, Kban Babfdar Mauivi Maauam Ali. 
Khan, Mr. Raaaar Rabmaa. 

Kban. Mauivi Tamiaaddia. 

Law, Mr. tartadra Nath. 

Laakbart, Mr. A. R. E. 

Magulra, Mr. L. T. 

MaBfatkit, Mr. E. T. 

Millar, Mr. 0. C. 

MHtar, tha Nan’bla lir Provaih Ohaadar. 
Mittar, Mr. 1.0. 

MHtra, Baba tarat Obaadra. 

Mamin, Khan Bahadar Muhammad Abdul. 
Malllak, Mr. Makaada Bahary. 

Nag, Ravaraad B. A. 

Nag, Baba ink Ul. 

Nandy, Maharaja trii Chandra, at Kaiimbatar. 
Nazimaddin, tha Han'bla Mr. Khwaja. 

NIchala. Mr. 0. K. 

Philpat, Mr. H. 0. V. 

Prantica, tha Han'bla Hr William. 

Quaiam, Mauivi Abut. 

Rabaam, Mr. A. 

Rahman, Mr. A. F. 

Rahman, Mr. A. F. M. Abdar. 

Ray, Baba Amalyadhan. 

Ray Obawdhary, Mr. K. 0. 

Ray, tha Han'bla lir Bljay Praiad lingb. 

Ray, Baba Haribaaia. 

Ray, Mr. lailaiwar tingh. 

Ray, Mr. tarat Kumar. 

Ray, Mr. t. N. 

taadatallah, Mauivi Muhammad, 
tabana. Baba tatya Kiakar. 
tarkar, Rai tabib Rabat! Mahan. 

tan. Mr. B. R. 

taa, Rai Bahadar BirU Ohandra. 
ttavan, Mr. d. W. R. 
tamnar, Mr. 0. R. 

Thampian, Mr. W. N. 

Tawnand. Mr. N. P. V. 

Walkar, Mr. W. A. M. 

Wllkinian, Mr. N. R. 

Waadhaad, tha Han’bla Mr. d. A. 


Ayes being 20 and Noes 84, the motion was lost. 


Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY; I beg to move that in 
danse 4, proposed section 54A be omittetl. 

Sir, I am surprised to hear from Mr. Towiiend that I have given liiin 
the impression that I support the position taken up by the Government. 
Sir, I want to state frankly and unequivocally that I consider the 
proposal embodied in this proposed section as the most cowardly iiroposal 
that has been brought before the House in recent %imes. 


The Hoffi’ble 8ir PROVA8H CHUNDER MITTER:|Sir, may 1 draw 
your attention^to the expression “cowardly’’ just used by the member? 
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Mr. PRESIDENT: That is not a happy expression, Mr. Ray. 

Mr. 8HANTI SH^KHARESWAR RAY: Is it iinparliamentary P 


Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: More violent expressions have been 
used in Parliainent. Mr. Mardy Jones used the expression “dirty 
dog.” 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: Order, order. Tlie expression may be with- 
drawn; it certainly does not add to the weight of your argument. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I withdraw the 
expression “cowardly.” I draw attention to the lack of courage on 
tlie part of the Ooverninent when I ask Mr. '^r'ownend to remember his 
<3wn statement made on the floor of this (louse the other day in 
connection with this Rill. Sir, Mr. Townend gave us to understand 
that the Corporation of Cahuitta was encouraging revolutionary 
movements in the country, that the Calcutta Corporation was and is an 
nnti-Government body and that they had made it their business, at 
least that was the gist of his speech, to reward terrorists and others 
who were working against the (jovernmeni established by law in this 
country. T looked up the Civil List tlie other day and I found that 
Mr. Townend was a Civil Servant of 20 years’ standing. 1 would not 
have taken any notice of a statement of this nature from a junior 
•Civilian, but a statement coming from a senior officer lilce liim 
(’(Mtainly deserves notice. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: AVhat about section oJAP (Laughter.) 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY; I am coming to that. If 
that is the vii^w of Mr. Townend, 1 wonder wliy it did not strike him 
what slur he has ]>assed on the Government of Bengal by that 
statement. How small the Hon’ble Member in charge of Law and 
Order must lookP Sir, I gave certain arguments in favour of dropjiing 
tliis clause. Of course this section is an important part of clause 4. 
Practically it embodies the essential feature of that clause. I shall 
not repeat the arguments that I gave the other day. The matter has 
been discussed threadbare in this House as well as outside this House. 
I’he charges against the Corporation have been met by members of the 
Corporation and the question is to be decided on merits, and on the 
strength of the arguments. I do not liesitate to say that there is no 
justification for a proposal of this nature. Though I do not entertain 
any hope that any argument that I may produce in support of my view 
that the propo^il should be omitted will make any impression on the 
Government benches, still, Sir, I think I ought to place before the 
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House some arguments that came to my mind over the week end. Sir, 
by this section, you are going to debar a large number of people who 
have been convicted. Sir, is it not hard on them that they should be 
the victims of such a vindictive policy? Sir, these people were 
convicted and they have served out their sentence. Was it intended 
when they were convicted and sentenced that in addition to their sentence 
they were to suffer this additional disability or disqualification P AVlmt 
right have you got to impose this disqualification on them? Sir, it has 
been said that this Bill is of a vindictive nature and flie G(>vcrnmenl 
has brought it to mark its displeasure with the activities of the Calcutta 
Corporation. To my mind Government is vindictive towards a large 
number of people who do not belong to the Corpomtion but have suffered 
for their country. Sir, in support of the Government’s action a 
pamphlet has been issued under tlie authority of the Swretary of the 
Publicity Board wtth a view to support the Government case. Sir, this 
pamphlet — Civil Disobedience and the Calcutta Corporation — has at any 
rate tried to place the issues clearly before the country. But it lius 
been a very poor effort in justification of the Government s measure. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT; On a point of order, Sir. 
Is any member entitled to refer to that book ? 

Mr. PRESIDENT; Why not? 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Has the hook any stamp of 
authority ? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Y es, it has heen issued under the authority of 
the Publicity Board. But what T want to say is that it is Mr. Bay’s 
clear duty to show why he takes exception to the clause, and how he 
proposes to improve it. Unles.s he is able to do that, I must say that 
he is out to launch a personal attack on somebody and that he is 
unnecessarily lowering level of the debate. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY< I was challenging the 
facts contained in this pamphlet. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: We are now concerned with a particular clause, 
and I should now like you to confine your remarks to it. Will you 
follow my instructions, please? 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY; I am going to challenge 
the position of Government in support of the clause,^ and naturally 
therefore I ha^e to refer to some of the arguments expressed by the 
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Hon’ble Minister and the arguments which here been amplified and 
further illustrated in this pamphlet. I am not going 'beyond that; for 
instance, the Hon’bje Minister has stated that the Corporation had 
employed three or more teiTorists and he left it to us to judge ^as if 
there are a good many more who have been employed, and in this 
pamphlet there is a comprehensive list, and I am going to prove that 
boiled down this list amounts to nothing. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. If you have any arguments in 
support of the amendment, you are welcome to advance them. 
Otherwise I shall be compelled to say that you are persisting in not 
following my advice. 

Mr. 8HANTI SHEKHARE8WAR RAY: All right, Sir. I shall 
follow your instructions. 

^The Council was then adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer.) 

(After adjournment.) 


Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: As I was telling the 
House, Government have not been able to produce any justification for 
this proposal which is before the House. Even the ally of the Hon’ble 
Minister, the Secretary of the Publicity Board, has failed to produce 
any justification. So, in view of the strong feeling expressed in the 
country as well as in this House against the proposal, I think Govern- 
ment will be well advised in dropping this proposal. I maV repeat thal 
the ('Orporation of Calcutta in tlie matter of appointments have in nc 
way defien] Govemment either in the past or at the present time. Ii; 
making appointments there may have been one or two objectionabb 
cases, but even in those cases there is no statement before us that th< 
Corpomtion refused to dismiss them in spite of the protest of the 
Government. If there has been an error the Government of Benga! 
ought to condone it. By the e'nforcement of this section a grea 
hardship will be caused to a large number of people, the civil disobedience 
prisoners, who had been sentenced to terms of imprisonment extending 
over a year for very light offences by Courts held under special Act 
and after a trial of more or less of a farcical nature. Moreover, it wil 
not serve the purpose of Govemment in checking the so-called revolu 
tionary activities of the Corporation of Calcutta. It is no use penalising 
school teachers or th^ menial servants of the Corporation and leave th( 
authorities alone. 

The Hon’blcAir BUOY PRA8AD 8INCH ROY: ^They are no 
going to be penalised. 

t 
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Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I am told tlmt they 
are not going to be penalised, but my reading of the clause, as well as 
it is understood ^y the country, is quite different. Tliey think that it 
would be a great encroachment on the rights of* the people and thr.t 
it will disqualify a large number of people. I shall make q, final uppt'cJ 
to the House and also to the Government that they should only bring 
this into force, if they feel sure that by doing so it would be acting 
fairly. 

Mauivi ABUL KA8EM: Cannot all these amendments be taken as 
read? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order, there is no sense in that. 

Mr. 8YAMAPR08A0 MOOKERJEE: Sir, the other day the 
Hon’ble Minister while replying to the debate on the motion for the 
rec'ommittal of the Bill expressed his surprise that I had not given him 
any detailed illustration when I described the Bill, This clause aftonls 
us an ample illustration of the mischievous nature of the Bill. The 
first question which strikes me is this. On what principle does 
Government propose to include a <‘lause of this description in the Bill? 
On what principle does Government propose to control the np])ointments 
in the Corporation in this extensive manner? As has been stated by 
my friend, Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu, Government does not contribute 
a single fartiiing as grant to the Corporation for the ])urpose of 
enabling it to discharge its manifold activities. I could have 
understood jf the Government had sanctioned anv big grants to ihe 
Corporation, it might perhaps have afforded it some grounds for claiming 
to interfere in regard to appointments. 

Secondly, it has been stated that so far as this provision is concerned, 
it is only a logical extension of the existing provisions of the Calcutta 
Municipal Act. Here again, Sir, I fail to understand the logic of 
that argument. It is true that there are certain appointments whif h 
under the present Calcutta Muiiicipiil A(‘t are subject to the approval 
of Government. Sir, it has been stated that wbat tin* Hon’ble Minister 
is attempting to do is merely to extend the V^’^^ciples underlying such 
a provision, thus completing the great work of tiie lute Sir Surendra- 
nath Banerjea. Sir, I do not appretdate the logic of the argument that, 
because with regard to some important appointments Government has 
a controlling voice, therefore Government must be given the jiower 
to interfere with regard to all appointments, particularly on political 
eonsiderations. If the logic of that argument il^sound, we may then 
apply it in other directions as well; for instance, under the present 
Calcutta .Municipal Act the principle of nomination kas been partially 
recognised. Ihe Hon’ble Minister or his supporters* might therefore 
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introduce another amending Bill with a view to extending this 
principle of nomination and doing away with the system of election 
altogether, and thus claim that it is nothing but a logical extension 
of the existing provision of the law, and also that thereby the great 
work of the late Sir Surendranath Banerjea was being carried* into 
completion! I do not think there is any substance whatsoever in that 
argument. 

On principle it is fundamentally wrong that Government should pass 
a legislation of this description. We find, as has been stated by 
several speakers, that the Mayor of Calcutta does not suffer from any 
such ban, nor do the Councillors and Aldermen of the Corporation of 
Calcutta, including even the exalted rank of nominated members, 
suffer from this disability. Ministers of Government do not suffer 
from this disability also. In fact, as we have been reminded by 
Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta, the late Sir Surfendranath Banerjea 
himself had to suffer imprisonment for having had the courage to 
express his honest opinion On a certain occasion. Now, Sir, if this 
same spirit of vindictiveness had animated the framers of the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1 have no doubt that a man of the outstanding 
position and ability of the late Sir Surendranath Banerjea would have 
been debarred from acting as a Minister under the Government of 
Bengal. The Hon’ble Minister when he was confronted with this 
question could not give a very satisfactory answer. All that he could 
state was that they were leaders of men, political leaders, statesmen 
and so. I have yet to learn, Sir, that if a man happens to be a Minister 
of Government, he is at once raised to the status of a statesman. He 
becomes a great ])()litical leader and a statesman and, there^re, no such 
disability can affect him. The Hon’ble Minister should remember that 
it is true in all countries and in all ages that political ex-convicts of 
to-day may be the real leaders of to-morrow. Now, Sir, if the Hon’ble 
Minister acknowledges, as he must, that persons who are responsible 
for initiating the jmlicy which may affect the welfare and the vital 
interests of the entire province, if these persons are immune from a 
similar ban, there is absolutely, no reason why we should make a 
provision in the law with a view to injuriously affect only those persons 
who will occupy minor positions in life. That is not certainly playing 
the game. 

With regard to the question of appointments I feel that it is essentially 
a personal matter; there are so many considerations which should be 
taken into account before making an appointment, that it is not possible 
that all those conditions should find a place in the statute book. For 
instance, any lay oiasider, if he chances to read the clause that we 
are now discussing, would perhaps come to the conclusion that the 
Bengal Governm'ant does not consider any other qualification to be 
necessary except that the person must not have been •His Majesty’s 
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guest 6t any time. Sir, what is the declaration that such a person will 
have to give when applying for an appointment? It is nothing other 
than a solemn declaration that he has never been inside a jail — except 
perhaps as a member of the Visitors* Committee! That certainly is a 
position which is almost ridiculous. As I was saying, Sir, so far as 
an appointment is concerned, that is essentially a personal matter and 
you must leave things to the appointing authority. I do of course 
admit that the fact that a person has gone to jail slioiild not by itself 
be made an additional ground or sj>ecial qualification for giving him a 
particular appointment. I am quite prepared to assume that, but at 
the same time the mere fact that a man had been to jail on some occasion 
should not necessarily be a dis(jualification, when he is otherwise found 
suitable for the appointment. Then, Sir, how is the tiovernment 
going to act in a mattter like this? It is not possible for the Ibm’ble 
Minister who will# preside over this department to have personal 
knowledge of the activities of all these persons. He will ihereiore have 
to depend on the reports of the Criminal Intelligence Department. This 
close relationships w’ith the Criminal Investigation l)t‘]»Mrtmeni will n!)t 
be a healthy feature of the administration of the Local vSelf-tiovernment 
Department. It is difficult to a|)preciatt* wherein lies the danger oi tlie 
existing law. If the person employed works satisfactorily, tiovernment 
should have no cause for alarm. If, on the other hand, he transgnvsses 
any provision of the law, certainly the arms oi the law are strong 
enough to get him back into jail ! If he actually does not violut«‘ jiny 
law but is considered dangerous, from any other point of view, (lovern- 
meiit has armed itself with special powers of an extensive cbaraider, 
and certainly those provisions can be applied and such jKUsons safely 
removed to detention camps. Government has these remedies open to 
it; it is not as if a Corporation employee cannot be got nd of, it he has 
done something which is against the interests of the country or of 
Government. 

If you look at the detailed provisions of the clause you will find 
that a deliberate distinction has been made with regard to ])olitical 
offences and other offences. That agtiin discloses the mentality of the 
framers of this measure. Why has this distinction been made? It 
is because Government aims not at < ivic reforiu h\ii at political vendetta. 
Surely, if such a jnovision had been attempted to be placed on tlie 
statute book by the HoiCble Sir William Prentice, we should md have 
much to say, but the fact that an Indian Minister has been found to be 
a pliable tool in the hands of reactionary elements, is indeed a matter 
of deep regret, so far as we are concerned. 

Sir, there is one other matter to which I woul^like to reter. Fho 
Reverend Mr. Nag asked me the other day, when he was wiixing 
eloquent over the question of appointment of ex -convicts to the service 
of the CorporafloD, whether it was really desirable that such jiersons 
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should be f^iven appointments in Corporation schools. But, Sir, what 
is the position ? We find that only about 30 out of 1,200 teachers are 
persons comiiif^ under this category. So far as the number is concerned, 
surely their influence cannot be exercised in a way which will be 
prejudicial to the interests of the students concerned? 

With regard to the general question, it is very difficult to answer, 
but while on the subject of ex-convicts being teachers, let us take the 
illustration of our friend Mr. Jitendralal Bannerjee. He has been a 
tea(d»er pra(‘tically all his life, though an ex-convict. Will our European 
friends object to liis appointment? We have another illustration in the 
late Sir Sureiidranath Baiinerjea, who, as you know, Sir, was for many 
years a Professor in the Ilipon College, and a more enthusiastic teacher 
one could hardly think of. We can mention many ex-convict professors, 
who have worked sincerely for the benefit ami good of the student 
community, and are in every way more desirable than others, wlio may 
not have gone to jail but are nothing better tlian cringing sycopiiants, 
although loyal to the very core ! For another illustration I would refer 
to Mr. Nag’s son — a fine and scdiolarly youth, who unfortunately 
suffered imprisonment in connection witli the civil disobedience 
movement. Surely, Sir, if an occasion arises for selecting a teacher 
in a primary school, I, for one, would welcome him with greater readi- 
ness than I would welcome even his distinguished father, the Reverend 
Mr. Nag. 


Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Sir, speaking under the shadow of 
a chmd that has darkened the horizon of Bengal of late, Irfeel diffident 
to express myself in language properly, which otherwise I could have 
done in respecd. of the motion before the House. Arguments have beefi 
advanced, grounds have been brought forward which I do not like to 
tread twice myself. My hon’ble friend, the Secretary for the Local 
Self-Government Department, just now reminded us that no new 
arguments have been advanc^ed and no new grounds trod in this con- 
nection, but I would make an attempt to break new’ ground as much 
as lies in my power. I would simply ask the question, viz., whether 
the question of an employer emi)loying a man should be left to him or 
not, bec'ause he knows best who should be entrusted with a work and how 
a particular man will be able to discharge his duties. 

Sir, to one point I would like to draw the attention of hon’ble 
membei’s : Government employs thousands of ministerial oflBcers all 
over Bengal and quy.tions have been asked in this Council and it is a 
well-known fact alw) that there is a good deal of corruption amongst 
those officers. Nt>w, if an employer thinks tliat a man who has had the 
courage to take/^ non-violent stand with his hands folded on his breast 
before a lathi charge, and has shown manliness and grit and therefore 
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he Bhauld be employed, is there any reason which should compel that 
man not to employ that person? Sir, there are tests of intesrrity amonj? 
whitjh the capacity to suffer is one and that test of capacity to suffer 
should not be taken away from the hands of the employer. I would ask 
my friend the Hon’ble Member in charf?e of the Police Deimrtment 
(who* I regrret is now absent from his seat) to which of these two following 
persons he would jyive a job: to the man who comes to him with scars 
all over his face — st^rs received in war — applying: for police service, ami 
another person equally or, may be, better qualifie<l but who did not ^o to 
war, applies for the same post. To whom would he prefer to j^ive that 
job? »So far as this is concerned 


Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: (Vrtainly to tho 
better qualified man. 


Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: My friend is busy correcting his 
8pee<'h and did not listen to me, but interrupts me in tlie middle of my 
speech 

In this particular respect I think the llon’ble Member in char«:e of 
the Police Depaitmenl will choose the man who iiad been to war and 
shown couraji^^e in the midst of personal danger and has shown much 
capacity to suffer. As I have already said, the man who is (ajnible of 
suffering is the man who should be entnisted with positions oi responsi- 
bility. A booklet lias been distributed showin^r t)mt some of tlie 
persons emiiloyed by the (Virporation have suffered imprisonment. 
Even if tlie Corporation has employed men who iiave once suffered 
imprisonment, is there any charjjre in this booklet av:ainst any oi these 
men that shows tliat they were ^ruilty of dishonesty? I have put a 
straight (piestion to (jovernment and I exptnt a straight answer. 
The records do not show that any of these men have been 
guilty of dishonesty, whatever other fault they may have. I know 
of a friend of mine who suffered imprisonment but ^vas subst‘quently 
emploved bv the Corporation. He related a story to me. He said: 
When for the first time I went to collect kixes, the person concerned 
who had to pay the tax, offered me a rupee and asked me to come agaic 
aHer seven davs when he would pay another rui>ee. I asked him wfi.y 
this rupee? He said that all the bailiffs who came for taxes were given 
a rupee and went away. I said I was not going to do that. I will give 
you seven days’ time and I want the money after that. 


Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUEs He .should i.ave hauled 
him up to the;,police. ' 
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Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAKSH: Such might be the business of the 
Khan Bahadur as a Public Prosecutor, and my friend’s common sense 
only goes so far as to say that if a man goes to collect taxes and is offered 
a bribe he should run. to the thana and haul him up before the police. 


Sir, there is a gentleman whose name I do not want to disclose who 
suffered imprisonment not for a month or for a year but for more than 
two years. I ask the (ioverninent “Has the Government anything to 
r^ret for giving this gentleman an appointment?’* 1 know him to be 
the best of gentlemen that I have ever (ome across, most honest and 
possessed of (jualifi(^ations of which a man ought to be proud. I can say 
unhesitatingly that beiause of the ordeal through which he had passed 
that he has got the stamina for undergoing sufferings. Sir, I do not 
like to take the time of tlie Council any more, but 1 do submit that this 
is a proj)osition whicdi cannot be maintained with any degree of reason- 
ableness. In this conne(dion 1 am reminded of an expression of George 
Elliot that it is just possible that we might differ and live together. 
You may haA^e your ideal and ideals, and I may Imve mine. It is just 
])Ossil)le tor us both to differ and to live together. It you do not do 
that, you banisli civilization, as it now exists, from the reach of human 
society. It is only a civilized state of society that allows a man to live 
and to let live, and not persecute. I appeal to the peisons concerned 
who are responsible for these legislations to think tor the last time before 
introducing such a persecuting section in the statute. If a man is 
f(jund guilty of an illegal a<*t and if he still persists in his course of law- 
breaking or commits crimes, the hand of law is strong enough to get 
hold of him. But if a man has suffered imprisonment oncn which he 
might have been impelled to court by some idea which was inculcated 
into him as most piaisewoiiliy, he should not be del>arred from getting 
any service at all. 

With these words, Sir, I support the amendment. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: I rise to speak now be<‘ause I am 
feeling A^ery excited after hhving at last heard an argument against this 
clause. Mr. Shanti Shekliareswar Huy has let tlie cat out of the bag. 
His view^ is that Mr. Townend is responsible for this clause; he does not 
like Mr. Townend and, therefore, the clause should be turned down. 
That is a A^ery admirable point of Anew and I sympathise with him. It 
appears that he has been led in the heat of his argument to ascribe to 
me certain statementsyAhich I did not make. I may have spoken 
indistinctly as he may have defective hearing. He says that I made 
A’arious com mentjf about the Corporation ; and he does not like those 
comments, I might siiy at once that on this point he has ta be cx)rrected. 


f 
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8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: On a point of perHoiml 
explanation. I did not say that I did not like those eomments. Wliat 
I did say was that I liked such open and straightforward comments. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNENO: I was poinfj: to say that I did not nmko 
those comments. Mr. Shanti Shekhereswar Ttay said that I hud 
represented the Corpoi-ation as en<‘ourapinp^ revolution and revolutioimry 
movement in tliis country and that it was an anti-Government IhxIv and 
so on. I was very careful in makinjr my remarks; 1 said that 1 had m> 
personal knowledge or experience whatsoever and that 1 had not 
examined the evidence: hut that it was ofunmonly said that the 
Corporation was a body of this sort and it was commonl\ said that the 
Corporation was encouraging revolution. The members of this House, 
individually and jd^ntly, appear to have personal knowledtre of the 
truth .of this and they liave proved it by supporting- the mister in a 
very handsome manner. There are 84 rwisons in favour of this clause 
and these are good reasons too. T think it is very hard to argue thosa 
reasons away. Now it is alleged that the (\)rpoiation <lid not sympathise 
with revolution. I think that is the point of view of Mr. Syanmprosad 
Mookherjee. I ask him why it is then that they have named a street 
Jatindra Das Itmid and why they passed a resolution in favour of Dinesh 
Chandra tjupta. I may say that I am meeting the arguments jiut 
forward by the gentlemen who were supporting the motion, I am afraid 
that argument was irrelevant, and I am glad to say my friends approved 
of it. Mr. Shanti Sliekhareswar Kay went on to say that this Hill would 
affect “a lai^e number of jieople” as it would delKir tliem trom getting 
employment in the Corporation. This is an admission whieh is 
extremely interesting bef-ause it confinns the Government when they 
say that tliey have their information as to a large number of tliese- 
people being taken or having been taken on by tlie Cor]>oration. 
Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Kay would not say that in future it would 
affect a large number of people if a large number of such peojde liad 
not been appointed “in the jiast.” "That they have taken a large 
number of people in the past seems to be correct, and Mr. Hay’s remarks 
are liased on a scmrce of information that w^ lack. That is extremely 
interesting. As he sits among the people who are supimrting the (Virpo- 
ration in this matter, I presume that he is correct in what In* says of 
them. Another argument that he advanced was “what right have the 
Government to impose this disqualification And some of his friends 
who supported him also said: “What right have the Government to 
impose these disqualifications when Government pfl^ or give no grant to 
the Corporation?'’ They argue that we have no le^l right, unless we 
pay them, something, to ask them to obey the law and^iot to encourage 
disobedience tojaw. That would he purchasing loyalty. 
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Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Is it the Local Self-Government 
Department logic or the Indian Civil Service logic? 

* 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: It is extremely hard to disprove that 
logic. The argument put forward is that unless we give a person a 
j?rant of money, we cannot take action against him, i.e., tliat before 
claiming his loyalty we must make a grant of money. This would apply 
to ordinary criminals too. Before we could prosecute, we should have 
given money grants to them! We never do that. We assume that 
people know what the law is and we prosecute if they disobey the law. 
"There are reasons to suppose that the Corporation have gone out of their 
way to encourage disobedience of law: if they did not encourage the 
revolutionary movement, tliey certainly encouraged illegal acts. I 
have not said, I do not think anyone in the (Toveinment bench has 
^lehnilely said, that they encourage terrorism directly : but people do not 
become terrorists directly. They start by disobedieift e to law and work 
up to terrorism eventually. When you find people going out. with 
firearms and shooting men, it is not that they have suddenly been seized 
with the idea of shooting or that suddenly find themselves with pistols 
in their hands ; but they have gradually become used to the idea of 
ahooting, they have gradually worked themselves up until they are 
prepared to shoot. They start in a comparatively innocent way and 
gradually go on till they commit murder. Government do not want them 
to start and (Government do not want the Coqioration to induce them to 
atart. We do not say that the Corporation deliberately encourage 
teriorism or murder: but when they encourage illegality, they lead boys 
on to such things. It is a definite misrepresentation of the whole object 
of the Bill to pretend that it is intended to prevent som^ individuals 
from being employed. The object is to jirevent plomi8€^s being made 
to them that they will be employed if they undertake illegal acts. This 
was explained to the House before and even my friends opposite whose 
ears are stopped hy hatred of Government must have understood it. 
There is no real argument beyond those that I have mentioned whn h has 
been brought up against this motion. The rest of the ‘speeches were 
designed to arouse prejudice agaiiwt the Iloii’hle Minister and to ^!low 
that his Secretary is prejudiced and vindictive and so on; and I believe 
it was also insinuated tha\ he is dishonest but that perhaps was un- 
intentional. I oppose this amendment. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE. In support of this amendment, 
8ir, 1 beg to say a few words. I have heard with surprise what 
Mr. Townend has just said. Mr, Townend says that he did not say 
that the Corporaty/i encouraged revolution, but wdiat I heard 
Mr. Townend to say is that it had been one of their motives to 
encourage revolrfcion among as many people as possible, and that any- 
thing done by the Corporation against Government wa# considered as 
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something done in the cause of the country. This was said by 
Mr. Townend, and it was quoted by the Mayor of the Cah utta Corpora- 
tion. But now he says that he did not say so. 

Mfi H. Pi V. TOWNEND: On a point of order, Sir. May 1 ask 
you whether the member can insinuate in that way that I am telling 
a lie by merely reproducing .something from the Mayor'.s speech from 
memory which is not correct 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I presume, that you do not think that you 
have been correctly represented. 


Mr. H. P. V.^TOWNEND: Yes, Sir. When I (‘xplained to the 
House that I did not say this, I do not think any member can say 
that*I am not speaking the truth. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, I tliink this printed report 
is correct, but my point is 

Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 think, Dr. Gho.se should accept Mr. Townend^s 
statement. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: But, Sir, if .>ou will kindly 
permit me^ 1 shall produce .satisfactory notes that Mr. Towmuid did 
say .so. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: But as Mr. Townend denies having said that, 
you need not dilate on that. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: But, Sir, if Mr. Townend goes 
back upon his own words, we hove nothing further to grumble against. 


ReYmnd B. A. NAG: Sir, is the lion’ble member entitled to say 
that y 


The HofPbie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 think, Sir, 
that is certainly misrepre.senting wdiat Mr. ToXiieiid has said. 


Mr. 'PRESIDENT. As I have already said, practice is 

that when a^nember of the House makes a statement with regard to 


ol^eiid 1 
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his own remark, that statement is accepted with good grace; but there 
is no denying the fact that there is no rule to compel another member 
to admit the correctness of that statement. It is a parliamentary 
pratjtice to accept a ifaember’s statement when made and this practice 
should be observed, and I recommend that the members of the House 
should follow tliat practice. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Very well, Sir. Xow turning 
to tlie main point at issue, I want to say that this is a preposterous 
idea that the Corporation, which has certainly got a good sense of its 
own dignity, should be deprived of its responsibility to appoint its 
own employees, and that they should have to seek for Government 
sanction on every occasion wlien making an appointment. If that is 
the viewpoint of the Government, and if such things are thrust upon 
them, I 1hink*no municipality and no local bo<ly in Bengal can be 
called an autonomous body enjoying Ihe fruits of self-government. 
The Calcutta Corporation is the premier self-governing institution in 
Bengal and if Hindi restrictions are placeil on the CalcuCa Corporation, 
I think the day will soon come when similar institutions in the province 
will be placed under the burden of siuh sections and laws. The 
Hon’ble Minister has said that it is lieing done in the interest of the 
rate-payers: but it is common knowledge that the rate-payers expressed 
unequivocally against this Bill at a meeting held the other day in the 
Calcutta Town Hall and certainly nobody wanted a (dause of this 
nature. It is. Sir, also a patent fact that if the rate-payers had wanted 
siudi idaiises and sucli law’s or by-law’s to govern the Calcutta Corpora- 
tion, the accredited representatives of tht* Coijioration in this Council 
who are liere tor a very long time, would havi* been al)le to bring 
before this Council an enactment of that nature. But T think no 
member elected by the people — the rate-pa\ers — has evei' thought of a 
thing like this. The interest of the rate-payers, I think, is the first 
concern of their elected representatives and if the elected representa- 
tives have not thought — and I think very rightly — of siu h preposterous 
things, is it to be inferred that tht\v are guilty of dereliction of duty 
or that they have forgotten the interest of the rate-payers? I do not 
think that such a cliarge can be laid at their door. Now, Sir, the 
allegations that have been made to justify this part of the Bill are 
unfounded, as I have already said, and 1 still say. They are based 
on misrepresentations and incorrect informations. Sir, if this part of 
the clause is passed, then T think that the autonomous character of the 
(/orporation ought to be given the liberty to choose their own employees 
and for that reason t-\ere should be no provision of the nature which 
this clause seeks % make. .Sir, there are different characters of 
political ofi‘euces.1' A man convicted for hoisting the national flag 
cannot be considered to be such a criminal as to be debarred from 
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getliEg employment under the Corporation for life. The other provi- 
sions of this clause also go too much against the principle of self- 
government an^ I do not think that these rigours should be imposed 
upon the premier self-governing institution of llengal. Therefore. I 
support the amendment. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Sir, I ^erv inu<‘h regret 
to say, as I had occasion to say some time back, that in spite of the 
careful guidance from the Chair, we have been condu cing tlie debate 
in a manner as if to show that the present section is a perpetual bar 
to the employment of political offenders. It does not at all seek to 
encroach upon or interfere with the liberty of the Corporation to 
appoint political sufferers, but only to put a little brake — to exercise 
a moderate brake — on the Corporation and tluit brake will be exer- 
cised by wliom? Jly the Minister, who in the days to come will be a 
popular Minister elected by the people and responsible to the Legisla- 
ture, *in order to see whether a man convicted of a heinous crime should 
Be appointed or not. But this section is being debated upon not from 
that point of view, but from the point of view as if the liberty and 
freedom of the Corporation are going to be completely taken away by 
an enactment of this nature. I do admit, us my friend Mauivi Majid 
Baksh has very eloquently stated, that sufferings are some lime to be 
emulated by the people of the co\intrv. But I may remind him of an 
old saying of a man who is known still by In’s pound of llesh who cried 
out “suffering is the badge* of our nation.” But would tliat seifter- 
ing justify his getting tliat pound (d fleshy The situation in the 
province has become such tliat it sliould engage tlie serious attention 
of everybo(K'. We should seriously consider whether or not it is time 
that we should no longer make too much fetish of political sufferings. 
For some political sufferers I have the highest admiration. But d(K*s 
my friend suggest that <*very one of them are beyond reproach H There 
have been occasions wlien we have seen with our own eyes that people 
after suffering imprisonment for political offences came out of jail to 
avail themselves of the earliest opportunity of acdiieving their ])ersonal 
gain. Sir, I myself have my highest admiration for a great political 
sufferer. But there are political sufferers an^ political sufferers. That 
political sufferer is to be much more abhorred wlio after ( oming out of 
jail does not hesitate to go to Government doors to seek nominations 
or for the purpose of seeking favour. As I have said, I do not wish 
to carry this debate to a high pitch, but I say that Bengal has reached 
a situation when we must decade once for all whether we should be 
justified in making too much of a fetish of those political prisoners. It 
is perfectly well known that without political sf^^rings the country 
will not be emancipated. But at the same time anV support given to 
the cowardly attempts on the lives of innocent peopl%~ attempts made 
in the name of political emancipation — should be condemned. In this 
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matter the responsibility of each and everybody is very large and let 
us not do things which may be taken as giving an incentive to these 
senseless things. I feel, therefore, that the debate should not be 
(tarried on in a manner which would raise such a presumption but only 
from the point of view as to whether or not the section under discus- 
sion is such as will take away the liberty of the Corporation altogether. 

Or. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Mr. Townend has more 
than once asked for new arguments, and he was so far excited that he 
altogether forgot the question that we were discussing and trotted out 
the (tase of the resolution on Dinesh Gupta. I will furnish him with 
a new argument and that is an argument which ought to be appre- 
ciated — at any rate would have been appreciated — by liim but for 
the position which he now holds. That argument is that it has 
been conclusively demonstrated, notwithstanding ^hat Mr. Townend 
says, that Government has no case to say that a considerable 
number of political ofl'enders have been employed by the Coiporation. 
After days and months of watching, Government in its Publicity 
Department have brought to the notice of the Local Self-Govern- 
ment Department a certain number of cases of such employment 
by the Corporation which on close inspection entirely fizzle out to 
nothing. No political offender has been employed in the Corporation 
recently and then those who have been employed from before are not 
going to be affected by this Bill : that much has already been accepted 
by tlie Council, and it has also been made out from the catalogues 
which the Government without the authority of the Local Self-Govern- 
ment Department has published that the cases are ancient ones; 
at any rate during the last six months the Corporation has not been 
found guilty of employing any political offender. Now since then a 
new Corporation has come into existence. 1 remember the Hon’ble 
Minister on one occasion told us that before the new election took 
place he did not propose to take action with regard to the letters which 
were addressed to the Corporation, because a new election was impend- 
ing and a new Corporation was coming into existence. That new 
Corporation has been elected. It is perfectly true that many old 
members are tliere, but it 'is still a new Corporation and anyone looking 
at tlie prmseedings of the Corporation, particularly in respect of appoint- 
ments to offices under the Corporation, will see that it is animated by 
a different spirit and is proceeding on a different method from that 
followed by the Corporation in the past. 

Rai Bahadur Dr/ HARiDHAN DUTT: What are the causes? 

/ 

Or. NARE^I CHANDRA SEN CUPTA: I do not care for the 
causes. Rai Bahadur Haridhan Dutt may search for the causes with 
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a mieroscope, but there stands the fact, and the Government will not 
allow the Corpojation a chance to show that it is animated by a differ- 
ent spirit. 

iMr. PRESIDENT; Order, order. I must intervene and I must 
tell Dr. Sen Gupta that he has been really makinjr a history. The 
point is this: it is clearly the duty of the Chair to allow the majority 
to ffo on with their work and at the same time to see that the minority 
ffets a fair hearing:, but just as the Chair wull prevent tlie majority 
from tyrannising over the minority, it is also the duty ot the ('hair to 
prevent the minority from obstructing the majority in the pursuit of 
their work. I chalked out the lines of debate times without number 
and I find that those lines are not being pursued. 

Dr. NARE8H tHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I have not done that: I 
was dealing with the clause. I take the strongest exception to your 
statement that I have been obstructive. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. I have never said that, but if 
you persist in irrelevaiuje, I shall have the painful duty to ask you to 
resume your seat. 

(Dr. Naresh ('handra Sen Gupta said something wliich was not 
audible.) 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: After the course that you have 
thought fit to pursue we on this side of the House do not think that any 
useful purpose will be served by our taking part in the debate any 
further. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 do not understand it. It will be my pleasure 
to allow you as the leader of a particular group to make full statement 
and if I find that there is any sub.stance in that statement in view 
of which I should revise my decision, I shall be only too pleased to do 
that, but I do nut want you to make an im'omplete statement. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, the statement that 1 want 
to make is this, that in your remarks to Dr. Nan^sh Chandra Sen 
Gupta you said that the attitude of a certain party was obstructive. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Did I say that? (Cries of no, no.) I said 
that it was clearly the duty of the Chair to pre\^t the majority from 
tyrannising over the minority by premature cloaurfc^iotions or by other 
tactics to gag it. You have noticed that in the cour^ of debate I was 
often asked to put the question and I summarily rejected such reciuests. 
By doing so, I have given a fair chance to the minority to build up 
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their case. I have also often gone out of my way to chalk out defiuito 
paths for them to follow. What I said is that the Qiair will prevent 
the majority from t 3 y:anni 8 ing over the minority and that it is also the 
.duty of the Chair to prevent the minority from obstructing the majority 
for mere obstruction’s sake, in the pursuit of their work. I ‘asked 
Dr. Sen Gupta not to pursue that line and advance real arguments. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I thank you, Sir. My submis- 
.sion is that with the idea that the minority may be tempted to pursue 
.obstructive tactics you ruled that in dis(;ussing an amendment that a 
particular clause be omitted there ought not to be any reference to the 
past history of the Corporation. I submit that so far as the past history 
of the (/\)rporation is relevant to the debate and especially after the 
homily that Khan Bahadur Muhammad Azizul Haque was pleased to 
deliver as to the spirit in which speeches ought to be made and clauses 
.ought to be considered, I take it that in our humble judgment it was 
necessary for Dr. Sen Gupta to effectively destroy that casuistical 
.argument, and in my submission it was necessary for him to be allowed 
to apeak on the point. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: May I also make a 
.statement? 

Mr. PRE8I0ENT: It is not necessary, as your leader has already 
made a statement. 1 leave the w’hole matter to his discretion. 

Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Kay’s motion was then put and lost. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Sir, 1 beg to move that in 
clause 4, proposed sec'tion r)4A(7) be omitted. 

This section provides that w'ithout the previous sanction of the 
Local Government, in each case, no person shall be appointed as a 
Municipal Officer or servant if he has been convicted of an offence 
-against the State or has been senten(*ed to imprisonment for a term of 
three months or more. 

Sir, I want the deletion of the whole section, because I think it to 
be a preposterous proposition for enforcement on a self-governing body. 
If a man has been sentenced to imprisonment, say, for three months, 
the Corporation will have no power to appoint him without previous 
sanction of Government. Nowadays imprisonments have become very 
cheap — people are sent to jail for six months or even a year for teclmical 
offences on the fiims^st of grounds. Once in prison, he is going to be 
doomed for ever, ^^e will not be given any chance for reclamation or 
reformation. If/Cne Corporation feel inclined to give a berth to any 
.of these unfortppate men, they will have to run to the Secretariat and 
^await the pleasure of the Local Government. This is ^If-govemment 
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or autonomy with a vengeance. And pray who constitute the Local 
Government P It is not the amiable and the Hon’ble Minister alone. 
There is his Indian Civil Service Secretary and above him the moving 
spirit of the Government, I mean the Meml>er in enlarge of the Political 
Department — the real voice behind the talking machine. 1 do not 
think that the Corporation Councillors will stoop so low as to await 
the pleasure of the Political Department for the appointment of their 
servants. It was not always possible tor them to know tlie previous 
antecedents of their servants and there is every likelihood of contlict 
between the Corporation and Government over such appointments and 
as a matter of fact the Secretariat will eventually exercise supreme 
control over appointments under the Corporation. 

The circle in which the Hon’ble Minister moves, 1 cannot call it a 
vicious circle as they are all honourable men, has so blinded him that 
he failed to distiSguish a difference between (“ivil disobedience and 
terrorism. I need not go into details to prove it. His speech will 
speak for it.self regarding the murderers and dacoits. With a view to 
justify the intriMluction of liis Bill, the Hon’lile Minister gave us a list 
of five teachers who were said to be murderers ami dacoits. It is 
asserted that om‘ of them had never worked as a teach(*r of the Corjiora- 
tion. The services of one of them was terminated about five years ago 
and another two and a halt .\ears ago and the other one and a quarter 
years ago. Another man named by him served not under tln^ Corpora- 
tion but under tfie Cossimbazar IhdUechnic Institute who is said to have 
received a special pardon and an offer oi (ioveinnuMit ser\ice, but he 
preferred to accept the aiipomtimmi ^^hicll he now holds. This is tlie 
long and siioii story of the murderers and dacoits. Thirty teachers 
out of 1, 1*0(1 or l,t300 are said to have been convicted for civil dis- 
obedienc<‘ — perhajis for the offence of picketing foreign cloth shops or 
liijuor shops. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Kai Mahasai. you are reading too fast and I 
cannot follow you. (Laughter. ) • 


MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI: ^People in hundreds and 
thousands courted imprisonment in those days in the pursuit of an 
ideal and most of them did not offer any defence. These were excep- 
tional occasions which do not occur every now' and then, (’ivil dis- 
obedience has almost ceased to exist. \o emergency existed at the 
present moment to rush through such a drastic measure. The per- 
centage of such employees w'as too low to take serioB* notice of. Perhap** 
it was 1 to 2 per cent. Apart from that, it is an^ydoubted fact that 
the political idealist of to-day is the statesman ot\to-morrow. The 
Hon’hle Minister informed this House the other day that the Education 
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Officer of the Corporation was the high priest of the civil disobedience 
movement and that he was sentenced to three months’ rigorous imprison- 
ment for taking part in one of the recent demonstrations in Calcutta. 
I do not know the gentleman personally, but I have heard that besides 
his high educational attainment, lie has done yeoman’s service for the 
furtherance of primary education in the city. The boys and girls who 
received education in these scliools were of tender age and it was 
impossible for them to imbibe revolutionary ideas when learning their 
ka kha (ja. It was simply absurd. I would not have wondered had 
this order been sponsored by Sir William Prentice but for a popular 
Minister it was a mystery. Sir Surendranath Banerjea, the father of 
Indian nationalism, the author of the Calcutta Municipal Act, suffered 
incan'eration, but that did not stand in the way of his occupying* the 
ministerial chair. Similar was the case with Lala Harkissen Lai who 
suffered for his politics, but that was no bar to, his becoming the 
Minister to the Punjab Government. Then why this unusual anxiety 
for the suppression of the smaller fries ^ The Hon’ble Sir Bijoy has 
;»ot a very weak case to advocate, his advisers have ])etrayed him 
lamentably and his position is just like one between the devil and the 
deej) sea, but he has advanced to(> far to retrace bis steps. Still, I hope 
he will reconsider his position. With these few words I (-ommend ray 
motion to the acceptance of the House. 


Rai Bahadur Dr* HARIDHAN DUTT; Sir, in opposing this amend- 
ment I would only point out to the mover that if the amendment is 
accepted, the result will be disastrous. In hi> amendment, the mover 
does not touch sub-section {2). In sub-section {-1) it i.s laid down 
“any authority who knowingly appoints a person in contia vent ion of 
sub-sectio!i (/) shall, if any pa\ment is made, etc.” If we acct*pt the 
amendment, sub-section (7) will vanish. Then what will be the state 
of affairs!^ I beli(‘ve that there will b(» no consequential change. So 
the section will stand as it is and the result will l>e disastrous. If 
my friend is serious, he should have moved the amendimmt in some 
other form. When that hud not been done, he should withdraw the 
amendment. 


The Hon^bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I agree with 
the member who has just spoken before me. The Rai Mahasai has 
touched only section r>4A(7). If that clause is deleted, the effect will 
be that the discretioiiibf the Lo<‘al Government will disappear from the 
clause, and I do mV' think that is the intention of the mover. If that 
not his intent irJn, I hope he will withdraw the amendment. 

Munindra Deb Rai Mahasai’s motion was then put and lost. 
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ilr* HARENDRA KUMAR BASUs I to move that in clause 
4, in proposed section 54A(7), in lines 1 and 2, the words “without the 
previous sanction of the Local Government in ea<'h case” he omitted. 

Sir, if the principle which the Ministry is settin^r up is that people 
who have been (‘onvicted should not be appointed, 1 do not sec what 
virtue there is in referring: each individual case to the Local Govern- 
ment. Either appoint him or do not appoint him, I do not think 
there is any dearth ot unemployed men in tlie country, and if th(‘ 
principle is not to appoint, I do not think it ou^ht to be left \o the 
Local (tovernment to decide in each case. Tlie other difficult \ that 
would arise, unless the words are omitted, would be to make (OfU’v 
applicant for the post the tar^»-et of many subordinate officers ot the 
Police Department. It will lead the wa\ to corruption. I think that 
it the Corporation were bluntl> told that the principle to lu* followed 
in making- appointiftents would be not to appoint men who had been 
convicied, that would serve the intention of the (lovernment better. 
For the.se reasons I commend this motion to the acceptamt* of the 
House. 

Mauivi ABDU8 8AMAD: Sir, I ha\e also a similar motion in my 
name and I support the amendment. From the draft in^r jf appears that 
in lase when a person is convicted, tln» laxal (jo\ eminent may under 
this clause condone it, and therefore it is put down “with tin* previous 
sanction of the Local (lovi'rnment in each case." 1 think it is quite 
redundant. It tiies to soften the hardship that is t>nt upon the juiwers 
of the Corporation by leavinjr a looplnde for tin* Local Government to 
exercisi* th(*^I)ower of condoninjr. As a matter of fact occasion for 
such reference would verv seldtmi oc<'ur becausi* a Ht‘lf-respectin^ body 
like the Calcutta (’orj)orat ion would m*v«*r run the risk of their request 
beiiifr rejected by tin* Local Government. Besides, as there v\ill be 
hundreds of (lualified candidates for each vacancy that would occur 
there would be no justification for the Corporation to reb*r the case of a 
particular man who had been convicted. So, it is better that this 
portion should be deleted, and it shcMild be made* cl(*ur that under no 
circumstances a person who is disqualified under this clause slnmld be 
eligible for appointment. 

Df, AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: I beg to move that in clause 4, 
in proposed section 54A (/), in line 2, after the word “case,” the 
words “if deemed necessary by the Councillors of the Corporation for 
taking such sanction” be inserted. I 

My view i.s very clear. It is that if such sanction deemed neces.sury 
by the Corporation, then it will be taken, otherwi^the Corporation 
should have the liberty to select their own employees abd for each and 
every case sanction should not be sought for from the Government for 
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employing their employees. It may not be necessary in every case 
to ask for Government sanction. If there is a bad case or such a case 
in which sanction is found necessary by the Councillors, it is then 
and then only that sanction should be asked for. Otherwise the 
Councillors should be given the liberty to appoint their own empbyees. 
With this (jbje(;t in view I have moved the amendment. 


Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Sir, I rise to oppose these amend- 
ments. I am afraid these amendments have been tabled more in 
anger than as the result of mature consideration. A little while ago 
we heard it said on the floor of this House that the rights of the people 
were ])eing encroached upon and a large number of men w'ere being 
wrongly excluded from Corporation appointments. These words which 
my friends want to omit will give a chance to tho^e people to 
come in. If Government gives its sanction, tlirti persons who have 
been (■onvi<‘te(l of political or other offences may be appointed. 
Now my friends want that this })ower sliould ])e taken away 
from Government and I for myself do not see the logic of 
this conrs(‘ of action. If the Government thinks that there is no 
objection to the appointment of sucli person, there is no reason why 
they should be prevented from being appointed. 

Sir, my friend Mauivi Abdus Samad said that a self-respecting 
body like the Calcutta (h)rporation would nevei* come up to Govern- 
ment with any proposal that an ex-convict be appointed. I do not see 
w'hy (he (\)rporation should be so very touchy about its self-respect. 
Even the present law provides that the Corporation has to approach 
Government for sanction as regards certain appointmentff. Therefore, 
I do not see any rea.son why the Corjmration should think it derogatory 
on its part to come up to Government for sanction for the appointment 
of certain persons (‘onvicted of certain offences. On this ground, I 
oppose this amendment. 

Further, Sir, I am afraid that my friends are probably wrong in 
thinking that it is the Corporation that will have to approach Govern- 
ment : it is rather quite the other way — it is the candidates who will 
have to approach Government for sanction; so, also, no question of 
self-respect, so far as \he Corporation is concerned, arises at all. 
On this ground, too, I oppose the amendment. 

ThB Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, the last 
speaker has correctly explained the position. It is not the Cor- 
poration which wilh have to approach Government for the removal 
of the disqualific^hDiis, but the candidates themselves. If they choose 
to do so there ir'uo reason why they should be placed under this dis- 
ability perpetujTly; Government have made it clear times without 
number and in no uncertain terms that if there is a candidate, i.e., 
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wh«re a person has reformed himself, Government would not object to 
his appointment. I think Maulvi Tamiziiddin Khan has rijrhtly pointed 
out that these amendments have been moved more in anp:er than with 
a real desire to improve the provisions of the Bill, or rather with an 
eye to the ballot-box. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Eye to what? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Tlie Imllot-box. 

Sir, Dr. Amulya Bat an (those proposes that discretion should he left 
to Councillors and Aldermen to ask for this saint ion, should the>’ so 
desire. I think that it is ahsoluteU unnecessary and futile to put in 
such a provision in the Act inasmuch as Couiu illors and Aldermen of 
the Corporation of (’alcutta have failed to discharge their duti(‘s and 
that is why the Bilflui sheen introduced. (A vok r. : (Question.) Ves. 
They have. 

Mr. Xarendra Kumar Basil’s motion was then jmt and lost, 

Dr. Amulya Batan (iho.se’s motion was then put and lost. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURi: Sir, 1 want your perniis. 
sion to modify my amendment a little. I want to omit the word in line 

3, aft(‘r the word ‘hipjiointed,” the \M)rds “or retained” la* niserliMl. 
I hope, Sir, that >ou will kindly pminit nn* to do so. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: On a point of order, Sir If 
you allow Kishori Balm to modify his amendment in the manner he 
proposes to do, I submit it should come after (he amendment of Mr. 
Shanti Shekhareswar Bay (Ko. 3(J) when it can la* moved. 

Mr. PRESIDENT. 1 should think so. I am afraid, Kishori Balm, 
you cannot move your amendment now except in (he form in which it 
stands. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURJ: Then, Sir, I shall not 
move it at this stape. I will move it later on. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Then you are supportinj^ Mr. Shanti Shekha- 
reswar Ray’s amendment. 

Bibu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Y«s, Sir, in a way 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, I be^^ tcNn^ve that in clause 

4, in proposed section MA (7), in line 3, for the ^ords “Municipal 
officer or servant,” the words “teacher in a school” be substituted. 
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I Hiibmit, Sir, that in moving this amendment I have no eye directed 
towards the ballot-box, which the Hon’ble Minister thinks must have 
been at the back of my previous amendment. I would only ask my 
hon’ble friend to remember that none of us is infallible not even the 
youngest of us, and I would further add that a young head is no criterion 
for adverse (riticisms against amendments brought forward by one 
section of the House. 

Sir, from what we liave heard during this present session of legisla- 
tion — and, perliaps, we shall hear of it later on — we find that it has 
been dinned into our ears that teachers of the youth — or rather tlie 
young boys — ought to be above all kinds of suspicion. If that be so, 
Sir, and that is the principle which has been so loudly supported by, 
amongst others, the Reverend B. A. Xag, and Mr. S. M. Bose w'ho is 
not a perverter of youth but a teacher of youth, I should say, Sir, that 
there is absolutely no reason given why this clause should include the 
words “Municipal officer or servant.” 1 know, Sir, full well that by 
another amendment Government wants to take power of excluding certain 
particula]’ classes of servants, particular classes of officers from the 
operation of this clause, but I submit, Sir, that it is not only unnatural 
hut also unfair to do so. Why should the Legislature abdicate this 
functio?!, which is rightly theirs, in favour oi the Executive. I take 
it that if the principle that no teacher of youths — or rather boys — should 
be a convicted person, then there is no reason why this Council should 
adopt the clause as it now stands. All the arguments that I have just 
heard have been advanced by people now against the employment of 
convicted persons, and they ar(» based on the theory that teachers of 
the boys of Calcutta ought to be above Governmental suspicion or any 
suspicion whatsoever. Well, that principle may now be ’taken to be 
acceptable to this House as a whole! That being so, I see no reason 
why this disqualification should be extended to persons other than 
teaidnu's in primary schools. 

With these few words, Sir, I commend my motion to the acceptance 
of the House. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Sir, may I, with your permis- 
sion, put one question to my friend Mr. Basil? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, you have my iiermission. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: But I am not going to answer. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: I want to know whether he 
proposes that the Education Officer should or should not be included in 
the category of teachqrs. Does my friend include the Education Officer 
in his phrase “teaiffier in a school,” inasmuch as be will be in charge 
of many teachers/ etc. Is it my friend’s intention that the teachers 
should be treat^ dififerently from the Education Officer and that the 
latter should be above all criticism? ♦ 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


279 


im.] 

Ufa NARENDRA KUMAR RA8U: I wil] furnish a parallel example: 
the Mayor, so far as the Corporation is concerned, is supreme and is 
considered to “above all law.“ 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: In that case, Sir, the Edu- 
cation Officer is not to come within the category of teachers in 
Corporation schools. I submit that it is an anomalous position to 
which we shall be driven if we were to accept Mr. Basil’s amendment 
together with this elucidation, for a poor man with one conviction 
will be debarred from appointment while people with ns many con- 
victions as po.ssible, like the Education Officer, will be exempt from 
this diqualification. 

On this ground, Sii“, 1 think tliat Mr. Basu’s amemlmt'nt ought to 
be opposed. 

The Hon’ble Srr BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, in rising to 
oppose the amendment of my friend, Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu, I 
might point out that it would b(‘ very harmful to a]>point persons as 
teachers who have betui convicted of criminal offences, and, a<‘cording- 
ly, we propose to put them under a ban. Further, T think it to be 
an e([ually haimful thing to appoint them in any other responsible 
position in an\ other department. My friend Mr. Basu has himself 
pointed out that by this clause Government is going to be vested with 
powers to exempt certain classes of people so far us certain classes 
of offences are coficcrned. Tliis would leave with Government wide 
di.scretiofi a.s regards the appointment of menial staff who may be 
guilty of offences of a non-politi(*al character. Moreover, as I have 
cdearly (‘XpJaiiied on .several occasions, the object of the Bill is to 
prevent ('orporation appointments being looked upon as rewards for 
anli-Goveniment activities. So rew'ards in the shape of appointments 
as teachers, appointments in the Assessment Department, appointments 
in the Secretary's Department, etc., may be looked upon as e(|ually 
good rewards. This is what is sought t<> be prevented. I oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basil’s mfttion was then put and lost. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: Sir, I beg to move that 
in clause 4, in the proposed section 54A(7t, in lines 3 to o, the words 
“has b(H»n convicted of an offence against the State or” be omitted, 
that is to say, any person who has been convicted of any offence and 
imprisoned for a term — w'hatever the term may be: three months or 
six months — or, in other words, political offeitlers should be put on 
the same footing as other offenders, and should not be given the 
“privileged” position of being debarred from appWntment or service 
irrespective of whether they have been imprisoned f^r a day or for a 
longer period# Well, Sir, this thing has been discussed threadbare, 



280 


GOVERNMENT BILL, 


[4th Sept.j 


and I think it to be eminently reasonable. Besides that, I shall be the 
last person to make any lenjjftby speech which cannot possibly carry 
conviction in the minds of the Local Self-Government 'Secretary or the 
Hon’ble Minister in •rhari^'e of the Bill. Perhaps my arguments may 
disturb their equanimity — ai^niments which are also very likely to put 
them into tremendous heat ! When I know as a matter of fact we would 
have no means or scope to jfive an effective reply. 

Tha HCMi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I formally oppose 
this amendmenf. I do not think that 13r. Sen Gupta has made out any 
case in support of it. 

Dr. Naresh f’liandra Sen Gupta’s motion was then put and lost. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I bep to move that in clause 4, 
in proposed section (Ak (1)^ in lines 3 and 4, affi^r the words “has 
been,” the words “after the commencement of thi> Act,” ])e inserted. 

I mi^^ht mention, vSir, that my amendment tries to brin^^ this clause 
into line with the whole scheme of the Bill as it lias emerjred from the 
Select Committee. If the other retro.spective clauses are taken out, I 
see no reason why youn^ men and boys, who were convicted before the 
date of th(‘ commencement of this Act, and who had no knowled^re of 
the further discjualification they were ^^oinj^- to accjuire, should be 
debarred from service. I submit that this amendment is quite in line 
with similar other amendments made hy the Select Committee, and I 
hope the Uun’ble Minister will havi[‘ no objection to accept it. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I am afraid I 
cannot accept this amendment, bei*ause T see no reason why this discri- 
mination should be made. Government cannot assume that persons 
who were convicted before this Act had come into force had already 
reformed. Perscms who are already in the (kuporation service have 
been allowed to continue there, but with rejrard to future entrants I do 
not see why there should be any discrimination. But if any person 
has really reformed, his cast* can be safely dealt with under the powers 
reserved to the Local Government. I oppose this amendmmit. 

The motion bein^^ put a division was taken with the following 
result : — 


AYES. 


Ali, Hailvl Naiui. 

•aktli, Mialvl MajM. 
•tMrji, Mr. f. 

•Mi, Mr. Nirtikra KiiMr. / 
•ktiiliirl, iaki Kitkirl My^. 
ruHiHtli. Miilvi MikaMM. 
•kMt, Dr. A»ilya Aatti.^' 
HHM. Kwl WmUM. 


MaHi, Mr. R. 

Maakarjaa. Mr. tyaMaRmai. 
Pakiar, latk HiM»a« PraMf. 
Ray, Mr. tkaati Ikakkaratvar. 
Rail, Baki Naatai. 

Iaa»i, Maahri Aktfaa. 

laa Dapla, Dr. Raratk kkaaira. 
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NOES. 


AfiN, lltwAhu^a Kliwaja MahaMwatf, Khaa 
Bakateft 

AraatTMi. Mr. W. L. 

AabvtMli, Mr. «. 8. 

•al. Baba Ulll Kaaiar. 

Bal, Rai tabib tarat Cbaalra. 

Baaarji. Rai Babaiar Ktabab Cbaaira. 

Baraia, Rai tabib Faacbaaaa. 

Birkaiyrt, Mr. 0. M. 

Bata. Mr. t. M. 

Batlaailty, Mr. J. M. 

Bara. Mr. H. H. 

Obaaibari, Kbaa Babaiar Maaivi Allmaiiamaa. 
Obaaibari, Kbaa Babaiar Maaivi Natiar Rabaiaa. 
Obaaribary, Maaivi Abial Bbaai. 

Obaaribary. Ha]i Bail Abmti. 
tabaa. Mr. D. J. 

Daia, Mr. Q. R. 

Dai, Rai Babaiar talyaaira (amar. 

Datt, Rai Babaiar Dr. Hariihaa. 

Eifity, air. N. Q. A. 

Eaiafji, Maaivi Nar Rahaiaa Khan. 

Faratai. tba Maa'bla Nawab K. 8. M., Khaa 
Babaiar. 

Faweai, Mr. L. R. 

Ftrtaiaa. Mr. R. H. 

Bbaiaavi. tM Haa'bit AlbaiJ Naarab Babaiar 
lir Abitlktriai, at Oiiiaar. 

BHebriit, Mr. R. N. 

Blaiiiaf, Mr. D. 

Baba, Baba Frafalla Kaaiar. 

Baba, Mr. F. N. 

Hakiai. Maaivi Abial. 

Hatat, Kbaa Babaiar Maaivi Atital. 

Man, Mr. 8. F. 

NaaFvr, Mr. 8. 8. 

Natala, Raarab Maibarraf, Kbaa Babaiar. 

Kaitai. Maaivi Abal. 

Kbaa, Kbaa Babaiar Maaivi Maauaai Ali. 


Kbaa. Maaivi TaailiaMia. 

Uekbart Mr. A Ri K. 

Millar. Mr. 0. 0. 

MMlar. tba Maa'bla tir Fravaib Obaaiar. 
MMtar. Mr. t. 0. 

Mitira, Baba tarat Cbaaira. 

Maaiia, Kbaa Babaiar Mahaaiaiai AMal. 
Maf, Ravaraai B. A. 

Maaiy. Maharaja trii Cbaaira, at Kaaiiabaiar. 
Ratiaiaiiia. tba Maa'bla Mr. Kbwaja. 

Miabala. Mr. C. K. 

Fbllpat. Mr. M. C. V. 

Fraatica. tN Maa'bla tir William. 

Qaataia, Maaivi Abal. 

Rabaaai, Mr. A. 

Rabaiaa, Mr. A. F. 

Rabaiaa, Mr. A. F. M. Abiar-. 

Raikat, Mr. Fraaaaaa Dav. 

Rai Mabaaai, Maaiaira Dab. 

Ray, Baba Aaialyaihaa. 

Ray, Baba Nagaaira Marayaa. 

Ray Cboaribary. Mr. K.O. 

Real, Mr. i. B. 

Ray, tba Maa'bla tir BiJay Fraiai tlagb. 

Ray, Baba Narlbaaia. 

Ray, Mr. taiiaiarar llagb. 

Ray, Mr. tarat Kaaiar. 

Ray, Mr. t. N. 

taaiatiMlab, Maaivi Mabaaimai. 
tahaaa. Baba tatya Kiakar. 
tarkar. Rai tabib Rabat! Mabaa. 
taa, Rai tabib Aktbay Kaaiar. 
taa, Mr. B. R. 

taa, Rai Babaiar 8lris Cbaaira. 
tbab, Maaivi Abial Maaiii. 

Tbampaaa, Mr. W. M. 

Tawaaai, Mr. M. F. V. 

Walkar. Mr. W. A. M. 

Wiiklaiaa, Mr. M. R. 

Waaibaai, tba Maa'bla Mr. J. A. 


Tile Ayes beinj? Jo uiul Noes 77, the motion was lost. 


MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI; Sir, I bej>: to move that in 
4, in proposed section 54A (i), in lines 4 to 0, for the words 
“afrainst the State or has been sentenced to imprisonment for a term 
of three months or more” the words ‘'involving violence” be sulistituted. 

The objec t of my Binendment is not to penali.se those who have jfot 
nothing to do with violence. Terrorism is to he condemned hy all 
means, Imt people should not be made to suffer for their political ideals. 
The civil disobedience movement is a temporary phase in the political 
life of the nation and serious notice should not iB? taken of the actions 
done under sudden impulse on temporary exciteinej^t. The movement 
has almost died out, and there is absolutely no necesWty for penalisinR' 
those who had taken part in it. Imprisonment for^a term of three 
months is inflicted for trivial offences and that should not stand in the 
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way of marring the future prospects of any person. Nowadays, offence 
against the State can mean anything. The movement for political 
emancipation or for the change in the system of Government, though 
legitimate and constftutional, can be interpreted as an offence against 
the State. When there is political turmoil and the atmosphere is 
surcharged with suspicion and distrust all sorts of interpretations, 
though sometimes absurd, are accepted for the sake of conviction. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, I beg to move that in clause 
4, in proposed section 54A(i), in line 4, for the words “State or,” the 
words “State involving violence and” be substituted. 

Sir, my object, as will be clear from a reference to the section and 
the proposed amendment, is to make it clear that it is not in the cases 
of all persons convicted of an offence against the State that the dis- 
(jualification should extend, nor should it extend to cases of people who 
have been convicted not of offences against the State but liavd been 
convicted of any offence whatsoever under any law and sentenced to three 
months’ imprisonment or more. If the Government is honest and if the 
Government has not been giving the House only a garbled account of 
its intention so far as this Bill is concerned, even tlmiigh it appears that 
it has been creeping from misrepresentation to misrepresentation, if it 
is honestly of oj>ini()n that political offenders ought not to be in the 
service of the (’<)rp(»ration, I take it, Sir, tlmt what it means is that it is 
not its object to exclude those peoj)le wlio have for example been con- 
victed of, as 1 have said on j)revious occasions, one of the offences under 
the sections of the Indian Penal Oule in Chapter 7, for example, the 
offences of wearing the garb of a soldier. I submit that* it is only 
common sense that in order to disqualify people from these public 
appointments the utmost that one can do is to see that people who have 
been convicted of offences against the State involving violence and even 
of offences of a serious nature, that is to say not so light as to merit from 
the courts a sentence of three months or less are not appointed, I should 
say that I am not satisfied with the further provision in the Bill which 
I am afraid will again be flaunted i>efore me that the Executive Govern- 
ment wdll have the power to exclude any offence or classes of offence 
and so forth. I submit, Sir, that it goes against the grain of any public 
man to allow the Executive to usurp the functions of the Legislature, 
and I think that the House ought to realise what it is legislating about. 
It is no good saying tliat w'e shall leave everything to the sweet will of 
the Executive ; if that is to be so, there is hardly any use in having a Bill 
of this description : a iBill of two or three lines, so far as the first part 
of it is concerned, Uiat all appointments under the Corporation shall be 
subject to the api^val and sanction of the Local Government, would be 
quite enough. I submit the House will not be well advised to abdicate 
its functions to the Executive. Moreover, it is patently clear that the 

i 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


2B3 


im] 


liberty which the Corporation now enjoys under the present Act, has not 
been abused except in a very few cases. Even in the case of the 
principal officers of the Corporation about wliom there is a provision in 
the present Municipal Act, not all of them are subject to the sanction of 
Government. We have not heard a word in this Council from the 
Government members excej)t in praise of the Chief Accountant. That 
appointment is not subject to the sanction of the Local Government. 
Moreover, I may remind tlie House that we have not yet lieard that in 
the case of any of the statutory appointments which are now subject to 
the sanction of the Local (lovernment, the Tiocal Government lias had to 
rejei t tlie recommendation of the Calcutta Corporation. Theretoic*, Sir, 
it cannot j>ossihl\ he said that the {\)rporaticm ha.s ahusc*d its ]>ower in 
this resjiect, and I think it is ^,''oin^: far to sa> that an> pcuson who 

lias been c'onvicted of a so-(‘allc'd offcuice a^Minst the State slnmld he* 
debarred for ever Jjrom ^jetting- employment under thc‘ (Corporation, 
l>cM aii''e as you know, Sir, for any of thc‘ offence*' in (’haptt‘rs (5 and 7 a 
man luay have bc'cn sentenc ed to admonition of the Court or to imi>rison- 
ment till the risiu^y of the (’ourt, or bound clown, and it is absurd that 
such men should be debarred at the sweet Mill of Govenimcmt. And 
the Bill says that in all ca-^c's of thrcM* month.s’ imjirisonnuMit . simple 
or ri^oirous, thn discjualification .should attach. I submit that this is 
neither lofjic* nor fairness. J, therefore, c-ommemd m\ motion to the 
nccc‘ptance of the House*. 


Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Sir, 1 find my.self almost in a^rc*!- 
ment Avith this amendmc'iit. The amendment .seeks to alter the* proposes! 
section r>4.V in c'crtain resjiects. If there is no suc'h am(*ndm(‘nt, then 
pcditical offenders or offenders afrainst the State will not be exc*mpt(*d 
from the operation of this clause like othc‘r offenders. Even the* offence 
of murder will be* exempt from this .‘<c‘< tion after the lapse of five years, 
but if he is c-onvicted of an offeiic-e again.st the State*, he will not be 
exempt even after five years. There seems to be anomaly in tliis section 
in the treatnic*nt projiosed to be acccirded te) different classes of offenders. 
The amendment suggested is a very humble one. This amendment only 
says that if a person is convicted of an offery[*e against the State and if 
that offenc e does not involve violence, in that case after five years that 
person may be exempted from the operation of this .section. If this 
amendment is accepted by the Hon’ble Minister, I do not think there 
will be any danger, because if such an offence does not involve violence, 
then that offence is tantamount to merely an expression of opinion or 
some such thing. Therefore, it will not, perli^)H, be harmful if this 
amendment is accepted. I should, however, lik(\to put in a short- 
notice aipendment if you, Sir, agree to it ami coijwder it necessary. 
The amendment asks that after the words “State or” tne words “involv- 
ing violence ‘•may be inserted, but there may be offences which may 
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not involve violence but yet may involve incitement to violence. It 
may, however, be said that an offence involving violence includes the 
offence* of incitement to violence. Then of course there is no difficulty 
and no further ameiufment is necessary. It seems, however, doubtful 
whether an off*ence involving violence also includes the offence of inv'ite- 
ment to violence, and so I think the amendment may be so changed as 
to read “involving violence or incitement to violence.” 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I am afraid 
1 cannot accept tlie amendment. 


MTi PRESIDENT; As altered by Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan^ 


The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Yes, Sir. Its 
effect will be to leave out persons convicted of civil disobedience, i)erson8 
convicted of other serious offences against the State, for instance, sedi- 
tion. What about Jnananjan Neogiy That person is certainly respon- 
sible for many acts of violence, and though he was convicted technically 
for sedition 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Has the Hon ble Minister 
any evidence to suj)port his statement that h(‘ has been responsible for 
many acts of violence!^ Is he in order in attacking a person behind 
his backy 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I was only illus- 
trating my point. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think the Hou'ble Minister might leave out 
names. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Very well, Sir. 
Government want to cover these cases, and that is wliy I cannot accept 
the amendment. It will defeat its own object, and therefore I oppose it. 
Miinindra Deb Rai Mahasai’s motion was then put and lost. 

Mr. Nareiidra Kumar Basu's motion being put, a division was taken 
with the following result. 

AYES. 


until. MtvivI tfti Mtjii. 
■•MrJI, Mr. P. 

■•til, Hr. Naraiiira Kinar.^ 
fllumMiari, taU KItlwri 
F«l«Ub. HMrtvl M«lia»«ittf. 
eiMtt, Or. Aavlya Ratea. 
Manat, Kail tubaial. 


Kbaa, Maatvi TamliaMla. 

Hale, Mr. R. 

HaabtrjM, Mr. tyaaiapratal. 
Rai Mabatal, Maaiaira Ub. 
Ray, Mr. ibaatl ibtbbarttarar. 
laaian, Maairi Abiat. 

•ta Rafta, Dr. Raratb Rbaalra. 
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AnMirtsg, Hr. W. L, • 

AlftfMrtk, Hr. 9, 8. 

HH. Ml LHM Kintr. 

•iMril, Ril tiMir Ktikafe eiiaaln. 

•irii& Ral MiH PtMhMM. 

•Mayra. Hr. N. 

•aaa. Hr. t. H. 

••ttaalay. Hr. 4. H. 

•are. Hr. N. H. 

•Iiaalkari, Kkaa Rakakar Haalfi Allmataanaa. 
«ktwtfkary, Haairi Akkal Rkaai. 

Rkaarlkary, Nail tail Akaatf. 

«akaa, Hr. 0. 4 . 

•ala. Hr. 8. 8. 

OaN. 8ai Bakatfar Or. NarMkaa. 

I«|lay. Nr. N. 8. A. 

raraial, tka Naa’kit Naarak K. 8. N., Kkaa 
•akakar. 

rawaaa. Nr. L 8. 

Farfataa, Nr. 8. N. * 

•kaiaawi, tM Haa'kia AlkatfJ Naarak Bakatfar 
Sir Akkalktriai, at Olltfaar. 

Blickritt, Nr. 8. N. 

Blaiklag. Nr. D. 

Baka. Baka Prafalla Kaaiar. 

Baka, Nr. F. N. 

Nhm. Kkaa Bakaiar Naaivi Aiiiai. 

Nagf. Nr. 8. F. 

NaaHr. Nr. 8. 8. 

Nauia. Naarak Naikarraf. Kkaa Bakalar. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Bakaiar Naalvl Naaziaai All. 


Kkaa. Hr. Raiaar Rakaaa. 

HHtar, Hr. 8. B.. 

NIHm. tka Haa'kia kir Fravaak Bkaalar. 
Hittar, Hr. t. C. 

HHtra, Baka laral Bkaaira. 

Naaila. Kkaa Bakaiar Nakaaiaiaa ANai. 
Nag, Bavaraag B. A. 

Naagf. Nakaraja trlt Okaagra. at Kaslaikaiar. 
Nailaiaggia. tka Naa'Ma Hr. Kkvaja. 

FkilFat, Nr. H. 0. V. 

Fraatift, tka Naa'kia tir WHUaai. 

QaaNM. Naaivi Akal. 

Bakaiaa, Nr. A. F. N. Akgar-. 

Bay, Baka Aaiatyagkaa. 

Bam, Hr. 4. B. 

Bay. tka Naa'kia tir BIJay Fratag llagk. 

Bay, Nr. laUtawar tiafk. 

Bay. Nr. karat Kaaiar. 

Ray, Nr. t. N. 

laagatallak, Naalvl Nakaaiaiag. 

•akaaa, Baka latya Klakar. 
tarkar, Rai iaklk, Rakati Nakaa. 

Na. Nr. B. R. 

kaa, Rai Bakagar BIrla Okaagra. 

•Uvaa, Nr. 4, W. R. 

Tkamyaaa, Nr. W. H. 

Taaraaag, Nr. H. F. V. 

Walkar. Nr. W. A. N. 

Wilklaiaa. Nr H. R. 

Waagkaag. tka Naa’kia Nr. 4. A. 


The A} es lieinjf 14, and tlio Xoes •")!>, the motion was lost. 


Mr. SHANTi 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: I iM’if 1<> »ii()V(* that ill 
<’laus(* 4, ii» jiroposefi section o4A(/), in line.s 4 to (>, tlie wirnls “or has 
been sentenced to iinpri.soninent for a t(*rin of three inonths or more” 
be omitted. 

Sir, up till now the Hoirble Minister in charge of the If ill lias been 
unable to justify in any way such a drastic proposal. To my mind a 
proposal of this nature has neither any moral nor any political justifica- 
tion behind it. For example, take the <*ase of a person who has been 
convicted and sentenced to a term of imprisonment extending to, say, 
six months for rashly driving his car. Wh|it justification can there be 
to deprive such a person of the right of applying for an appointment 
under the Corporation of Calcutta, say in the Education Department or 
in the Sanitary Department:^ He may be considered to be a person 
unfit for driving motor lorries on account of his previous conviction, but 
I do not think why he should be delxarred from becoming a teacher if he 
has the proper educational qualifications. Thefe may be similar cases 
of this nature. So, on the moral ba.sis you liave atmolutely no justifica- 
tion to deprive one and all who come under this sulx^ection from apply- 
ing for Corpr>ration appointments simply because they have been senten- 
ced to a termaof six months’ imprisonment. The clause is also vague: 
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he may have been convicted, hut the conviction may not have been 
upheld on appeal. You do not provide for any such contin- 
^^ency. Leaving aside the moral basis, let us turn to the political 
considerations. 1 coiTld have understood the attitude of Government if 
Government had l)rouglit forward such a measure ten years ago it^heii 
the non-co-operation movement was first started or later on when the 
civil disobedience movement was started about two or three years ago. 
Had tliey done so that would have been a preventive measure, that would 
have periiaps a salutary effect. From the Government point of view that 
would have discouraged the people, Imt they did not do anything of the 
kind for several years and now when the movement is on the wane, they 
spring this proposal ui»on the country and they seem to suggest that they 
have done a great thing. Why did they not bring forward such a 
irieasure ten years ago? Why did they not bring in such a proposal 
even three, two, or one year ago when the civil disobedience Jiiovejuent 
was at its height ^ I could have appreciated it if not on the merits of the 
Government action, but at least on the courage to fight the movement. 
When the movement has practically died out, they make a great show of 
strength and bring in this measure. Some of the servants of Govern- 
ment sp<jke very strongly against the Corporation. Now, suppose the 
House accej)ts the proposal, what is going to hapi)eny Well, you are 
simply debarring certain people from applying for appointments. It 
cannot be conducive to a better administration, because \ou leave these 
objectionable ])ersons, whom the Government call objectionable, in the 
service still. By a queer process of reasoning Mr. Townend seemed to 
assume that then* are a large number of these objectionable persons in 
the Corporation and what was his arguments He said that because I 
objected to the inclusion of such a provision, there must be a large 
number of such people in the (h)r})oration with such tendency. I leave 
it to the House to judge the logic of such a reasoning. I am sorry to 
refer to the argument of Mr. Townend. I could not rej)ly to it because 
I was at a disadvantage having had to speak before him. I am again 
sorry if I have hurt him in any way by my remarks, but it w'as because 
of the provocation given me at the outset. I know a casual or an un- 
guarded remark from him may afi’ect the prospects of these people. 

♦- 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Are you about to finish? It is time for us to 
adjourn. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: I would take still about 
fifteen minutes to finish. 

Mr. PRESID^T: But you have only seven minutes to run. I 
can give you that time to finish your speech. 
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Mr.SHANTISHEKHARESWAR RAY: But I am prepared to 
continue my speech to-morrow if the memhers of the House are in a 
hurry to go home. 

WVi PRESIDENT* \ou liad better finish it to-night. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Now, Sir, to return to my 
sulijeet : as to why 1 want this clause to he omittetl. It is simply 
because I do not want (rovernment to pive cause for further friction 
with the public, or at least a larjrt* section of the juililic. If such an 
invidious distinction is introduced, a le^nslation lik<* this will continue 
to rankle in the midst of the ]>eople for a bm^^ time. So far as pcditical 
considerations are (>oncerned, the time has come for the (iovernment to 
for^five and forjjet and to take a ^»-en(‘rous vi<‘w of the situation; when 
the hi^fher authorities liave taken that view in the rcdmise of Mahatma 
(jandlrt on the ([uestion of his fast, I think the Local (iovernment also 
should follow in the footsteps of the sister (iovernmmit of ltomba> and 
also of the (iovernment of India. Sir. a thiiifr ma\ be technically ri^dit» 
but with a view to brinj^^ about a better atmosphere in the country such 
distinctions, such pin-jiricks, should be avoided as far as jiossibb*. It 
is time that those who hav(‘ been involv(‘d in the civil disobediem^e move- 
ment should b(> M) treateil as to make them believe that (iovernment do 
not entertain an> vindictive spirit a^»-ainst them. As a matter of fact» 
wlien the ( iandhi-I i win I‘act was sij.rned, the (iovernment in India 
released a lai'^^e number of nimi on ])olitical consideration, (iovernment 
could certainly have continued k<*e])inj^ them in jail, but chose to ^^ivo 
them a chama* to settle down; if that was po.ssibb‘ then, I think it is 
equally jiossible now for (he same policy to be followed. If you havo 
for^riven once, wh\ .should you rake up all these thinj^s in respect of these 
ordinarN people? There are many people. Sir, who were cau^dit u}). 
during the earlier jieriotl of the civil di.scdiedience movement, but many 
of them afterwards did not join the movmnent ; for instance^, my jirede- 
cessor Babu Ramesh Chandra Ba^^chi was a member of this I>e#^islature, 
representing? the constituency I now* repre.sent. In the course of tho 
first period of the civil di.sobedience movement he was convicted and 
sentenced to imprisonment. Latir on, Sir, when this movement was 
started aj?ain, he did not join it. There are .several ca.ses like (his. 
M hen there was a f?eneral tendency to j?o to jail, these men cuuj?ht the 
infe<‘tioii, but the Council should not do anything? which would remind 
them that in respeit of certain thin^?s they were untouchables: If \ou 
introduce the clause in the ca.se of the Calcutta CoiqKiration, you will 
have to do so also in the case of District Boards, Municipalities, the 
Calcutta Improvement Trust, the T'niversitie.s, amf a^uch other public 
bodies: you do not know where you are going to stop. Because, if 
you are consisttnt you will have to do that in resjiect of all local bodies. 
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8(), a large number of people will be involved, and it is not in the 
interest of good government or of the peace of the country that this 
mentality should continue. 

With these words, Sir, I support the motion. 

lift Hi P. V. TOWN END: May I reply this evening so that the 
Uouse may get this amendment finished to-day? I should first of all 
ask leave to say that I bear no grudge against Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar 
Ray : Everything that he has said about me in debate has been 
perfectly fair, and T have no resentment against him. His argument 
is that it will (;reate bad blood if such a provision as proposed in the 
clause under discussion is introduced. But the real point is that if 
Government have adequate powers to deal with this matter, there will 
probably be no occasion for using them. They will, therefore, not 
arouse bad feeling. The argument advanced by •Mr. Ray is for all 
practical purposes an argument in support of the clause as it stands. 
He urges that the Government of India have used their executive 
powers with discretion and in a conciliatory way: I can assure him 
that the Government of Bengal can be trusted to do the same if they 
are given the executive ])owers of exemption here proposed. Mr. Ray 
is protesting that I misrepresent Jiim : but, really, I think that I 
do not. He has approved the action of the (lovernment of India in 
releasing prisoners and he has praised Lord Irwin ff)r concluding a pact 
with Mr. Gandhi. These were exe(’utive actions and Mr. Ray has 
approved them. Wliy <\annot lie trust the Bengal Government with 
power of exemption in a similar matter? I do not think there will be 
any real difficulty in working the clause, but 1 think that the work 
will go on more smoothly if this clause is retained as it stands. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I do not think it is fair to this 
House for the Government Member to vsay that in all matters connected 
with this Bill we should trust the Local Government. Sir, it is not a 
question of trusting or not trusting the Local Government at all. It 
is a question of having some legislative measure passed by this House. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think, Mr. Basu, you will not mind continu- 
ing your speech to-morrow. I better adjourn the Council now. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: ^ ery well, Sir, I will resume 
my speech to-morrow. 


Adjouminant. 

The Council was then adjourned till 3 p.m., on Tuesday, the 6th 
September, 1933, at the Council House, Calcutta. 



Proteediagi of*the Bengal Legislative Council attembled imdgir 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. 

The Council met in the Council Chamher in the Council Souse, 
Calcutta, on Tuesday, the 5th September, 1933, at 3 p.m. 

Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon’ble kaja Sir Manmvi’Ha Nath Ray 
Chaudiiuri, kt., of Santosh), in the Chair, the four Hon’hle Members 
of the Executive Council, the three lloirble Ministers, and 109 nominat- 
ed and elected members. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Representation of minorities on looal bodies. 

M50. Bibo SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (a) Will 
the Ilon’ble Minister in charge ot the Jiocal Self-Government Depart- 
ment be pleased to state — 

(0 what arranjfements are the Government j^)in^ to make and 
Mheu, to hold elections to the local iKnlies, local lH>ard» 
and the district hoards, to jfive prai tical etVect to the provi- 
sions for the representation of minority communities, 
introduced in the recent amendment of the Lofnl Self- 
Government Act; and 

(//) whether practical effect has already l>een j^iven or are alH)ut to 
he ^dven to the similar provision of the Bengal Municipal 
Act of 1932 in all the municipal^ies of Bengal? 

(b) If the answer to (a) (n) is in the affirmative, what is the reason 
for delay in giving effect to the provisions of the Lo< al Self-Government 
(Amendment) Act? 

MINISTER in charge of LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT DEPART- 
MEIIT (the HoiPble Sir BiJoy Prasad Bingb Roy): (a) (i) and (h) 

Rules are now being drafted. These can take effect only when elections 
become due in the ordinary course. 

(H) Te.. * 
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Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Will the Hon’ble 
Minigter be pleased to say whea the drafting of the rules will be 
finished ? 

The Hon’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It is very difficult 
for me to my when it will be finished as with all these legislations the 
department is overworked. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What does the Hon’ble 
Minister intend to do regarding elections of those bodies tlie elections 
of which have become due in the ordinary course ? 

The Hofi^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: If the hon’ble 
member means the elections which will become due^ before the rules are 
ready, then I may say that the matter is under consideration. 


Heurrah Ghat. 

•160. Or. AMULYA RATAN GH08E: {a) Is the lion ble Member 
in charge of the Marine Department aware — 

(t) that at the west end and on the northern side below the Howrah 
Bridge there was a bathing ffhat which w^as used exclusively 
by women ; 

{ii) that now the same has been closed owing to the construction of 
a shed overhead in which exists a restaurant; 

(ui) that this i/h(ti used to be resorted to by a very large section of 
the women bathers not only of Bengal but of the w’hole of 
India at the time of solar and lunar eclipses and other reli- 
gious festivals; and 

(/r) that at present women bathers have to take their dips in the 
sacred water of the Hooghly along with males in the 
southern ffha(H 

{It) Ts the Hon ’ble Member considering the desirability of satisfying 
himself of the inconvenience of the women bathers by a personal 
inspection ? 

{c) Are the Government considering the desirability of taking imme- 
diate steps for the removal of the shed and the restaurant and of restor- 
ing the ghnt for the exclusive use of the women bathers as before? 


MEMBER in ohargt of MARINE DEPARTMENT (tho HoiPbIt 
Mr. 4 . A. Woodhoad): (a) (i), (n) and (tsi) the member is 
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apparently referring to the old “Howrah Ghat” which was closed 
many years ago, tsorae time before 1880. So far as can be ascertained, 
this ghat was used by w’omen bathers only. 

Yes, at the Chandmari ghat, 

(b) No. Enquiries have been made and there appears to be no 
special Inconvenience. 

(c) No. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Is the ghat the 
property of the Port Commissioners? 

The Hon’ble Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: The old Howrah ghat? I 
should like to have notice. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: In view of the 
alleged inconvenience of women bathers, will the Hon’ble Member 
bring this matter to the notice of the Port Commissioners? 

Tha Hon'bla Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: 1 would refer the hoiCble 
member to the answer to part (/) of the question. The ghat was 
abolished before I was born. 


Central Munsif’s Court at Comilla. 

• 

•161. Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Judicial Department be pleased to state 
whether the High Court have received any representations from the 
Tippera District Bar Association and other persons complaining of the 
hardships and inconvenience to the litigant public, lawyers and their 
clerks caused by the establishment of the central Munsif’s Court at 
Comilla and praying for its abolition? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmati¥e, will the Hon’ble Mem- 
ber be pleased to state whether the High Court have considered the 
said representations? 

(c) Do the Government intend abolishing the central court at 
Comilla ? 

MEMBER in chargi of JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT (tho Hon’bM 
•ir William Prantioe): (a) Yes. 

(b) The matter is now under consideration. 

(c) No decision has yet been arrived at. 



QUESTIONS. 


[5th Sbpt., 


m 

1 state prisoner ilyotisli Chandra Ghosh. 

M62. Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE; (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Political Department be pleased to state — 

(/) wlietlier it is a fact that the report about the health of Professor 
Jyotish Chandra Ghosh detained under Begulation III of 
im is bad; 

(ii) whether it is a fact that he is attacked with paralysis and bed- 
ridden ; and 

{ill) w’hether it is a fact that he has been suffering from a long time 
from continued ill-health? 

(h) Are the Government considering the desirability of — 
ii) making an urgent enquiry about the health of the said detenu; 
and 

(/V) move proper authorities to allow him to go to a better place for 
the recuperation of his health? 

MEMBER in charge of POLITICAL DEPARTMENT (the 
Hon'ble Sir William Prentice): {a ) (0 to (ni) The Local G(yvern- 
meiit have no information about the State ])risoner*s health, 

(h) (i) and (ii) The matter is entirely one for the Governiiient of 
India to consider and decide. 

Disturbance in Suri Jail. 

M63. Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARE8WAR RAY: {o) Will the 
Hon’ble Member in charge of the Political Department ])o pleased to 
state whether it is a fact that Srijui Sudhansu Majumdar of Xalchira 
and Srijut Kabi Hoy of Patuakhali, detenus in the Suri Jail, were 
assaulted by warders on the 12th July last? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the atbrmative, what action, if any, 
have tlie Government taken in the matter? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: The hon ble member is 
referred to the reply given to s^.uTed (juestion No. 133 on the 31st 
August, 1933. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Will the Hon’ble Member 
be pleased to state whether the tw'o detenus who w'ere assaulted by the 
^warders W'ere asked to make any statement in connection with the 
incident ? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I cannot say definitely. 
•An inquiry w*as held, and I believe their statements were taken during 
the inquiry. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Has the Hon’ble Member 
made any attempt to get the version of these two detentisP 
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TIM Hon^bto Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: The inquiry was dealt 
with by the Hon’ble Member in oharpe of the Jail Department, I have 
no intention of iifterfering with his department. 


Mr. 8HANTI SHEKHAR E8WAR RAY: Do the Oovenumni 
propose to publish the statement or tlie version of the detenus in eon- 
neotion with that incident? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: In tlie answer to the 
starred question referred to, so far as I recolle<*t, extracts from tho 
deienus’ statements were jjfiven. That containetl the gist of the 
prisoners’ statement. 


UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(answers to which were laid on the table) 


JagaiHiath Intermediate College building and hostels. 

64. Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: (^0 Will the 
Hon’ble Minister in charge (jf the Puldic AVorks Department bt‘ j)lea8e(l 
to state whether tlie Ijiiildin^^s, lands, etc., attached to tlie Ja^annuth 
Intermediate (’olle^^e, Dacca, and its hostel.s are Ooveniment pro- 
perties? 

(h) If the answer t(> (o) is in the aHirmative, will the Jlon’ble 
Minister Im^ pleased to state what amounts have been spent (*very year 
for the maintenance and repairs of the said buildin^^s since 191^(1, and 
what amoiini has been expended on the const ru(‘t ion ol tin* latrines 
of the said collefje and its In)stels? 


MINISTER in charge of PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (th§ 
Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. Faroqui, Khan Bahadur): (a) Yes. 

(6) The following- amounts were spent on maintenance and repairs 
during? the years noted l)elow ; — 

Rh. 


1926- 27 

1927- 28 

1928- 29 

1929- 30 

1930- 31 

1931- 32 

1932- 33 


No expenditure. 

2,794 

2,470 

... 12,020 

... 2,572 

... 3,447 

... 2,185 


Rupees J4,867 and Rs. 375 were spent on construction of latrinef 
attached to the college and hostels during 1927-28 and 1928-29* 
roipectively. 
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LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 

GOVERNMENT BILL. 

Th« Calcutta Municipal (Amamiiiiant) Bill. 

Clause 4. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu who was in possession of the House the 
previous day resumed his speech in regard to Mr. Shanti Rliekhareswar 
Ray’s motion. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs In supporting this amend- 
ment, 1 must confess it is rather difficult to avoid repetition of the 
arguments. As you are aware and us the Hou.se is aware, the amend- 
ments which we have been previously discussing as well as the amend- 
ment for the recommittal of the Bill were partly based on the opposition 
that we had to the inclusion of offences other than offences against the 
State in the list of disqualifications for municipal employment. But, 
Sir, I am extremely sorry that one side of the House is practically 
empty to-day, because I would have liked to make a few observations 
with regard to the answer which has been frequently trotted out in 
this House regarding the powers of the Executive Government. I 
know, Sir, that there has been manifested in this Hou.se the wish or 
rather the desire that there should be as little interference with the 
Executive Government as possible. I Mas going to draM' the attention 
of the British members of the House, both official and non-official, to a 
certain other ])assage from a lMM)k by the Lord Chief Justice of England 
to which 1 drew attention the other day. 1 am glad to find that the 
mention of the name of the Lord Chief Justice of England is drawing 
forth audible smiles from the Treasury Bench. This is the sort of 
respect the Treasury Bench pays to the Lord Chief Justice of England. 
But, I am not surprised because as a matter of fact, as I have said over 
and over again, a Britisher in his home country and a Britisher in this 
country are two eminently di.stinct propositions but I w'as going to draw 
the attention of those members of the Euix)pean community in this House 
who have not yet lost the Englishman’s vaunted respect for the rule of 
laMn I am not speaking to those who either by long exercise of 
irresponsible poM’er or by a sense of self-interest or by l)oth have 
become — I hope it is a parliamentary expression — * ‘crusty old fogies,” 
but, Sir, I am speaking to those who have not yet lost all sense 
of decency, all sense of justice and fair play when it is a question 
between the Britisher and the Indian; and I wish only to draw Nte 
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atteataoB of these members to what Lord Birkenhead has called a new 
creed for bureaucrats, and he expressed that creed in a few short and 
cryptic sentences, some of which I will place before the House: — 

'*1. The business of the Executive is to ffovern. 

!?. The only persons fit to fi^overn are experts. 

The experts are the permanent officials. 

4. Two main obstacles hamper the beneficent work of the expert. 

One is the Sovereignty of Parliament and the other is the 
Rule of Law. 

5. The expert must make use of the first in order to frustrate the 

second. 

(j. To this end let him, under parliamentary forms, clothe him- 
self with despotic power, and then because the forms are 
parliamesitury, defy the Law Courts.” 

Mr. PRESIDENT; Surely, you are not going to read out the whole 
book! (Laughter.) 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: No. Sir. This, says Lord 
Birkenhead, forms part of the creed of the bureaucrat who wants to 
turn a form of law into his own purpose and who under the forms of 
law wants to make his own will supreme in the land. It is for these 
reasons, Sir, that I submit that it is no use relying upon the rules and 
orders made by the Local (Government. If there are to be rules — the 
rules are to be made by this House in order that they may have statu- 
tory force. It is no use saying tliat the Local (iovernment will make 
the rules so 4hat minor offences and minor offenders will not be touched 
and that the universality of the clause as it stands in (n) (i) will not 
in practice be enforced by the Executive (iovernment. I submit that 
this goes against the whole spirit of law. It goes against the whole 
spirit of the division of Legislative and Executive functions, and I 
would submit it is wrong in principle, and I hope the House will see 
its way to accept the amendment moved by Mr. Shaiiti Shekhareswar 
Ray. 

Mnuivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN; This amendment seems to be a 
totally misconceived one. Mr. Ray who moved this amendment did not 
aay a single word as far as I could understand which was relevant to 
the point at issue; to-day my hon’ble friend, Mr. Narendra Kumar 
Basu, has sought to offer an obstruse explanation of the question at 
issue which 1 for myself have not been able to understand. The section 
seeks to put a ban on ex-convicts and these ex-convicts are divided into 
two classes — political ex-convicts, Le., offenders against the State, and 
other ex-convicts. So far as the offenders against the State are con- 
cerned, there is a rigorous ban put on them in respect of municipal 
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a^poiiktment and no such offenders can be appointed Without the 
|](revioH8 sanction of Government. But so far aa other offenders are^ 
concerned, it is laid down that they cannot be appointed if they are 
sentenced with imprifionment for a certain term. So, if the amendment 
of my friend, Mr. Ray, is accepted, the position will be this: The 
ban will stand against the offenders against the State only, but as 
regards other offenders, namely, forgers, murderers, dacoits, cheats, 
thieves and like other serious offences, the ban will be removed. That 
is to say, there will be no bar to the appointment of these persons who 
have been convicted of serious offences of the latter kind. I am sure 
that certainly it cannot be the intention of Mr. Ray. With these few 
words, I op})ose the amendment. 


Rai Bahadur «I0CE8H CHANDRA SEN: First part of clause 
54 (a) (/) consists of G lines of which 3^ lines haw* been disposed of, 
and I shall start with the second part, viz., next 2A lines. My 
hon ble friend, Mr. Ray, lias moved a resolution similar to mine. Sir, 
my purpose will be served if I support it. But my grounds are different. 
I do not think I would gain my points if I start by accusing and 
mercilessly (*riticisiug the Hon’ble Minister with all the vigorous 
languag(‘ of vitui)eration that 1 can command. I know as mu(*li as 
ev(‘rybody do(‘s that tin* [lon’ble Minister is a thorough gentleman who 
is lov(‘d by all for his uniform courtesy. I know' the Ilon’ble Minister 
lov(‘s this (‘ity as much as w’e do, and he is as good a rate-paj'er as w'e 
are. I would i)aus(‘ and consider wdiether that will unbalance the 
gallant li(‘ut(*nant and force him to yield. We have noticed how 
calmly Ik* has b(‘en fighting his battle for the last three days and gain- 
ing his points. Sir, tin* Hon ble Minister is anxious to see the Corpora- 
tion of ( alcutta fr(*e from all political influences. It w'ould not be 
unreasonahle of me to say that an administrative IkkIv should not 
bring in jxilitics in its day-to-day administration and especially the 
rank and file should hav(* nothing to do with politics. It is no good 
at this stage to have an academic di.scussion any longer as to whether 
there should he any ban agaiiis^ any offender. Arguments may be 
conclusive, but supporters would not be forthcoming. If the Hon’ble 
Minister means piditical offences, let him stick to them, and let him 
not waste his energy and valuable time over other matters. Let him 
not take the role of a social reformer as well. I mean that there should 
not be any ban against any offender w’ho is not convicted of any offence 
against the State. The Corporation of Calcutta is a highly responsible 
administrative body, and the question of appointing other offenders 
should be left entirely in their hands. Where is the independence and 
initiative of an administrative body like the Calcutta Corporation if 
the Government keep all these minor powers in their hands? It has 
been said, and said very often, that the Government do not want to 
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iaterfere witli the internal administration of any local body. S6" thta* 
olauae must be clear and definite. It must not be like a tivsliinjr net' 
to catch both kticho rhingri and kathy i.c., both small frys and bilj^’ 
fishes. ' 

3kl^v next point is that there should not be a universal discontent oi^' 
disaffection over this Act. It is not sound policy to mix up the qucs-' 
tion of terrorists with the ordinary offenders, and therehv increase the 
number of discontented peojde and make them more discotitented which 
can easily he avoided. On the other hand, Sir, these criminals should 
be given a fair chance to reclaim themselves, and they deserve our 
pity and sympathy. If these people are hunted like pariahs, they 
would, I am afraid, go to swell the numher of terrorists wImuu we all 
want to pacify as tar as possible. It is no good bringing a hornet’s 
nest about one's ears tor nothing. 1, therefore, appeal to the Hon’hl^ 
Mi nister to consider tties(‘ points very seriously ami see liis way to 
accept this amendment. I would request him to agre4‘ to (lelet(‘ these 
lines I’egarding other oftences, that is, th(‘ last two ami a halt lines, 
because (Tovernment are not in a position or cannot d(‘tim‘ all the 
offences ch-arly ami definitely . That is no reason for having a clause 
which will drag in many others. This <daus«‘ will los»‘ all its tor(‘e if 
no distinction is maintained as in the case of /nun and ///nfn-i. If 
the Hon'hle Minister had k(‘pt an op<‘n mind, and I ladieve he has, 1 
hope he will have no difliculty or hesitation in m'cepting this eonstrue- 
tive suggestion of mim*. Mine is an app<‘al, Sir, and not a threat. 
This is not a threat in ans shape or in any form, ami this has hecu 
suggestc'd in the interests of good administration wliich tin* (ioveni- 
men! an* so anxious to maintain. Times are very haril, and we have 
to do aw ay* with tlie vague tluaudes and art as practical men of llu* 
world and not tarnish the Act witli vagueness and impossihilities. 
Kemoval of these vague lines will cost nothing; it will pay in the long 
run. I believe 1 have been able to ronvinee my eidleagues in thi» 
House, and I liope the Hon’hle Minister will he pleased to <*onsi(ler 
this question very s(‘rioiisly and he pleased t<» Hee<‘pt this aim‘ndment. 

With these words, I sii})])ort the amendment. 

• 

Mr. 8. M. BOSE: Un a point of order, Sir. I think amendments 
Nos. 33-44 refer more or less to the same matter as regards the term 
of imprisonment and ran he taken together. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. That is not a point of order. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Sir, the object of 
this Bill is quite plain and simple. The Hon’ble Minister in bring- 
ing forward this Bill wants to rid the Calcutta Corporation of political 
influences. Sir, so far as the words “if he has been convicted of any 
offence against the State” are concerned, they are quite in consonance 
with the object with which this Bill has been introduced. There ia. 



m 


QOVEBNMENT BILL. 


[5th Skpt., 


however, one point which it is very difficult to understand, and 1 hope 
the Hon’ble Minister will enlighten the House on it. It is not under- 
stood why ordinary offenders should be brought within the purview 
of this clause. Therg is a difference between one kind of offence and 
another. There are offences of a serious nature, and there are also 
offences which are not serious. For instance, if an individual is charged 
and convicted under section 147 of the Indian Penal Code for rioting, he 
will be debarred from getting an emplojrment in the Calcutta Corpora- 
tion. It might be that lie was convicted and sentenced to a term of 
imprisonment for three months over a dispute which arose in connection 
with the possession of a piece of land in which he was interested and 
which he claimed as his own. In such a case it is not an offence of a 
very serious nature. There may be offences for which a person might 
be convicted in the exercise of his right of private defence. Such cases 
do not involve moral turpitude. I request the Hon’ble Minister to 
reply to these points as to wliether it would be reasonflile to include such 
persons, the problem of taking back into the fold the eiring creaitures, 
of getting appointments under the Corporation of Calcutta. This is a 
point which, I think, should be made clear. 

With these words, I support the amendment. 

Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY; I beg to give 
my unqualified support to this amendment of Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar 
Ray. While the amendment wants to delete these words, the main 
object of the Bill is not at all interfered with. We have been told of 
the principle on which the Bill rests, and as a matter of fact I may say 
that so far as the Bill seeks to exclude persons who have been guilty of 
offences against the State, there is very great support to the Government. 
A large section of the people are of opinion that so far as serious offences 
against the State are concerned, like the waging of war, etc., Govern- 
ment have a right to interfere, and there should be a clear provision 
for bodies like the Corporation that they should not take them into 
their services. Again, that has not been made absolute, but they can 
take them with the sanction of the Government. I believe that this 
sanction on the part of the Government which is laid down as a pre- 
condition for taking into the service an offender against the State, may 
w^ork healthily, provided the Government will see eye to eye with- the 
Corporation in the.se cases wdiereby by providing employment to such 
persons the problem of taking back into the fold the erring creatures of 
society may be satisfactorily solved. The more rigorous you are in these 
matters, the more you make the things bitter and worse. As a matter 
of fact, public opinion should be brought more and more on the side of 
law and order, and Government ought to be more and more charitable, 
and they ought to show also by their conduct that they do not mean to 
go further than the necessity of the case requires them to go. Now, 
SiT) by an addition of these sentences to clause 54A(2), suspicion is 
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nailtrally aroused in the minds of otherwise loyal people, people who are 
otiiemise prepared to support the Government. Suspicion has been 
aroused in the minds of these people that what you propose to do is a 
mere cloak to paralyse the Corporation and its actitities not in one direc- 
tion 4but in all directions, so as to reduce them to the position of a mere 
supplicant before the Government even in small matters. Otherwise, 
judging by the principle on which the Bill has been assumed to have 
been based, one fails to understand how these sentences came within the 
scope of the clause. There is no affinity between this part of the clause 
and the previous part. One hon’hle member of the House said just 
now that if this clause was not there, thieves, rohlx^rs and other persons 
guilty of offences similar to thefts and robberies might he taken in by 
the Corporation. This is really a very surprising pro]>osition. If the 
Corporation cannot he trusted to take in men in their servi(‘es who are 
above committing thefts and similar other offences, I think it would he 
better to make the Corporation cease to exist altogether. The result of 
the inclusion of this clause would he, as has been just pointed out by 
the previous speaker, that even in matters wliere the applicant was 
punished for an offence relating to his own property, for instance, if a 
man exceeds his right of private defence — with imprisonment for three 
months or more, even though in such cases no action is contemplated 
to be taken by the Government — he will not he able to secure a job, 
however qualified otherwise he may he, and thereby make the question 
of unemployment still more acute. Sir, there may he another reason 
why this part was introduced in this clause, namely, to shut out civil 
disobedience prisoners from employment under the Corporation. I 
submit. Sir, the case of civil disobedience prisoners also deserves a great 
deal of consideration. They have not been guilty of offen<‘es involving 
moral turpitude like tlie case of those who were sent to jail for dacoities 
and terrorist activities. In this case, Sir, the Governnjent are confusing 
the tw'o cla.sses of offenders — civil disobedience offenders and offenders 
against the State for offences like tho.se of waging a war and all that. 
I believe a good deal of the pre.sent deplorable state of things is due to 
the fact that the authorities have not l)een able to make a distinction 
between one set of prisoners and another, l>etween prisoners who have 
been for the time being led away by the .sentiments of the hour to 
commit things like picketing and joining a procession or demonstration 
all of w'hich involve no moral turpitude, and jiersons wdio have been con- 
victed of serious offences against the State and socdety. If these classes 
of persons are mixed up and confused with persons who are guilty of 
serious offences against the State, e.g., waging war against the King, 
etc., in that case I submit that Government will have no end of trouble 
to face owing to the increase of unemployment and unrest. Apart from 
this, this clause does not even confine itself to cases of persons w ho are 
guilty of civi^ disobedience. It is wide enough to catch within its net 
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perjsoDB regarding whom’ there can he no question of employment in any. 
service of Government or local bodies. The term of sentence that is put 
here, namely, three months or more, is of no importance, as a sentence 
merely does not show jfsdiether an offence is a grave one or not from the 
moral point of view. There is the anomaly often found that for the 
same offence while one Court will be disposed to give three months, 
another Court may give six months or a year. Therefore, the question 
of three months or more has no significance whatsoever, and I do not 
see why the criterion of exclusion should be a limit of three months 
beyond wliich there will be no exclusion. It may be that in the case 
of a serious offence involving moral turpitude a sentence of less than 
three months may be given. The limit of three months set forth, 
tlierefore, is not enough justification to my mind to take the case of the 
(►rdinary offenders out (d' the general rule and bring them within the 
rigorous rule of this law. If there is any sucli (pialification attached 
to it, for iiisiaiice moral turpitude or anything like tliat, in tliat case 
it may he ucceptuhle to some sections of the House. But without any 
such (jualificatioii tlie wliole thing stands in tin* way of the House 
accepting the entire clause. I, therefore, support the amendment of 
Mr. Shunti Slickhareswar Kay to exclude this part of the clause, as it 
does not affect tlie main j)rinciple of tlie Bill with whicli I find many 
are in agreement. It will save the Mini.ster or whoever may he in 
charge of this j)articular portfolio, now and in the future, much trouble 
as at the same time it will not attack the self-respect of the Corpora- 
tion seriously; it the ('orporation cannot be trusted not to employ 
ordinary thieves or burglars, tlie sooner all powms are taken away from 
that body the better. 


Mr. R. MAITt: Mr Bre.sideiit, Sir, in ri>ing to support the motion 
of Mr. Shanti S}i(‘khar(‘s\\ar Kay I may at once sa\ that notliing could 
be more drastic than the insertion of this jiortion of tlie clause, namely, 
“or has been sentenced to imprisonment for a term of tliree months or 
more” in the Calcutta Municipal Act. Sir, this is a clamse Avliich 
does not mention or specify the K(M*tion or sections or any law luider 
which a person has to be convicted and senteni'ed to imprisonment 
for a term of three months*or more, in order to disqualify him for any 
appointment under the Corporation of Calcutta. It lias been so worded 
that it does not exclusively mean the offences against the State or similar 
cognate offences under any other provisions of law of a like nature. To 
my mind it apjiears that it may bring witliin its jmrview all persons who 
may be sentenced to imprisonment for three months or more under any 
law of the laml. Even a man convicted of ordinary common assault in 
respect of his private affairs is not excepted. 

Sir, legislators should always intond that every law made must be 
self-contained and most definite in its nature. But here it is so vague 
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and indeftnite that it cannot have the proper lej?al sanctif>n ])ehinil it. 
Sir, you can penalize a particular set ot persons convicted of a particular 
kind of offence and there may he some justificatioai for it, hut it stands 
to no reason when you attempt to penalize all persons (‘onvicted of any 
offence under any law of the land. Sir, in ordinary human affairs there 
may arise plenty of occasions when people may he justified to some 
extent to take the law in their hands. Take, for instance, the cases 
where a man has to act in exercise of his right of self-defence, or his 
hona fide claim of right or on a sudden and grave provo(‘ation. In these 
cases, if he goes a little heyond the limit of law, the law does not 
exonerate him. He is ])unished all the sanie. In these circumstances, 
if he is sentenced to imprisonment for a term of three months or more, 
he comes under the han for not much fault of his own. Sir, I see no 
reason why such persons should he brought under this clause. If you 
want to introduce ?ucli a penalizing clause at all, the first portion of the 
clause is quite enough for the ])iirpose, r/c., one who has been convict(‘d 
of an offence against tlie State. Hut there is absolutely no justification, 
nor nece.ssity for retaining the latter part of th(‘ clause, viz., one who 
has been sentenced to imprisonment for a term of threi' months or more. 

Furthermore, Sir, the mover of the Hill intended this clause to 
operate in cases where tlie person has been sentenced either to rigorous 
imprisonment for any term or to simi>lc imi)risonment for a term of six 
months or more. There was sonu* restriction impose<] by tin* use of the 
w’ords “rigorous” or “simple”. Hut the Sele<*t (\>mmitte<‘ has made 
this clause more wide in its application by oniitti?ig the words 
“rigorous”^or “simple”. So under the clause propos(‘d b> the Seh‘ct 
Committee, anyone convicted of a minor offence, which involves no 
moral turpitude even, can la* brought within the mischief of this section. 
In this respect the Select Committee is mu<*h more to blame than the 
mover of the Hill, Anyway, no one should have any symj)athy with 
such a clause which seeks to bun all persons who have been sentenced to 
imprisonment tor a term of thr(*e months or iiiore — no matter und(*r 
whatever law they are convicted. 

Again, Sir, there is another point of vie\f and it is this: Sir, there 
may be found plenty ot persons even to-day in the employm(‘nt of the 
Government, who have been convicted and sentenced as such under 
circumstances I have already .stated l)efore. Hut the Government has 
not thought it proper to dispense with their services. Then, Sir, I fail 
to understand wdiy the Hon’ble Minister should be so very' anxious to 
take the initiative in this matter and introdm e such a piece of drastic 
legislation in self-governing institutions under his charge? It has been 
said, Sip, that such legislation is being brought in the interests of the 
rate-payers of Calcutta. Everyone knows that the rate-payers of 
Calcutta do not want it, the Corporation do not want it, and the general 
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public do not want it. Then, Sir, for whose interests has this Bill— 
rather this clause of the Bill — been framed? It is only to satisfy some 
people who have no welfare of the country in their hearts. 

Sir, apart from this, there is also another point of view which requires 
careful consideration. Sir, if this portion of the clause is allowed to 
stand to-day in the Calcutta Municipal Act, there is every likelihood 
of extending? the same provision to-morrow to other institutions includ- 
ing the departments of the Government. In that case, there w'ill 
certainly arise a great difficulty in finding a sufficient number of 
qualified men for employment in all those institutions who have a 
clean slate against their character. 

Sir, if you ban all the persons in this way, where will they go then? 
It ought to be the duty of the State to provide for them. So long as the 
State can make no such provision for their employn^ent in any sphere, 
they are not entitled to make a provision only for their removal from 
service and throw them destitute upon the world. This will merely add 
to the number (»f the unemployed and lead to the enormous discontent of 
the people in the country. 

So, Sir, from any point of view tiie retention of this clause is not at 
all desirable. I, therefore, wholeheartedly support the motion of 
Mr. Shanti Shekhareswur Kay. 


Mr. P. BANERill: Sir, I rise to support the motion moved by my 
friend Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray. In doing so, I must first tell 
Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan that nowhere has it been suggested that by 
the deletion of this clause we mean the appointimuit of dishonest persons 
in the Corporation. Sir, w’c want to make it distinctly clear that the 
Corporation in the ordinary course of things will not — and the Hon’ble 
Minister has not been able to cite any instance — appoint either a thief 
or a dacoit or any such dishonest person. That, however, is not the 
point. The point is — what does the Hon'ble Minister want? Does he 
W'ant that all persona who are guilty of offences, even if they are of a 
trivial nature, against the State and who do not come under the provi- 
sions of Chapters 6 and 7 of the Indian Penal Code, which deal with 
offences against the State, ^should be debarred for all time to come for 
any appointment under the Corporation? Take, for instance, the case 
of thousands of people who, from our point of view, are quite innocent 
— I mean the civil disobedience prisoners who for their free opinion have 
been convicted. It is known to us how such persons are convicted. 
Most of them do not take part in the proceedings of the Court. Sir, 
I challenge the English justice in this country. It is often found that 
most of these persons who do not take part in the proceedings are con- 
victed by the Magistrates to terms of six or eight or twelve months. If 
you scrutinise the cases of these 9,300 people, you will find that they 
have been sent to jail only for expressing their free opinion. 
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Then again, Sir, it is seen that for the same offence different terms 
of sentences are* passed by different Magistrates. A man committing 
a particular offence is sentenced to three months' •imprisonment, while 
another man committing the same offence is sentenced to six or nine 
months’ imprisonment. So there is no uniformity. The other day a 
man like Dr. P. C. Ghose has been imprisoned for eighteen months for 
the same offence. Just imagine that a man of his position, whose 
integrity even the Hon’ble Minister or Mr. Townend who wants to liavo 
forced loyalty, cannot question, is debarre<l from appointment, although 
no one can say that he is dishonest. Now what I want to make clear 
is whether the Hon’ble Minister wants to exclude person who may have 
offended against the State by expressing their free opinion from kung 
appointed in the Corporation. The Ilon’ble Minister lias said that tliere 
is no vindictive motive on the part of the Government. Hut if it is so, 
then how is it that these persons of all persons are sought to Ih» debarred 
from' Corporation appointments in this way^ Let the Minister rise to 
the occasion and prove that there is no vindictive motive behind this 
provision. With these words, I support the motion whole-heartedly. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Mr. President, 
Sir, first of all I like to make it clear that the object of Government, 
as has been alleged, is not to gag or paralyse the Corporation, but just 
to prevent the Corjioration from holding out Corporation appointments- 
as rewards for anti-Government activities. This 1 have repeated 
times w’ithout number, and I have to repeat if once more. 
Sir, Mr. Js\irendra Kumar Basu has given us a homily on 
rules and orders being left to the Executive Government. But this^ 
clause does not contemplate leaving any rules or orders to the Executive 
Government, because that refers to the proviso in this clause and the 
proviso i.s not touched by the amendment. The amendment seeks to 
omit two lines in the first part of the clause, namely, — “or has lieen 
sentenced to imprisonment for a term of three months or more.” Sir, 
it has l)een said by several speakers ^hat Government should be satisfied 
with the provision about offences against the State. But that is not 
quite enough. There may be offences againlit the State, but they may 
not be technically within Chapters 6 and 7 of the Indian Penal Code. 
For instance, offences against human l)ody or property may be (;r)m- 
mitted w’ith a political motive, and they may be looked upon by the 
Corporation as fit seiw’ices to be rew arded by offer of appointments. That 
is what we want to prevent. Then as regards the civil disobedience 
prisoners, they do not come under Chapters 6 and 7 of the Indian 
Penal Code, and they have got to be dealt with. I agree to differ with 
those who think that they are honest workers of the country and should 
not be touched or that their services should be rewarded, and Govemmiwat 
cannot acquiesce to that view^ I have made it abundantly clear that 
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GoTernment must see that the Corporation appointments are not offered 
as rewards even for civil disobedience. Moreover, there is no dearth 
of honest men or rather I should say men with unblemished character. 
So, what is the necessity of this solicitude for persons who have been 
convicted ? There are thousands of graduates, there are thousands of 
honest men and thousands of capable men who are out to seek employ- 
ment, and this clause only puts a limit to, the Corporation’s choice of 
officers only with regard to those who have suffered imprisonment for a 
<iefinite term. The world is wide enough and the number of candidates 
is very large. So, the Corporation’s choice is not limited beyond a 
certain class. 

Rai Baliadur Keshab Chandra Banerji wants to know why persons 
-convicted of offences in connection with self-defence should be debarred 
from Corporation appointments. That is never tlie intention of Govern- 
ment and that is why the clause contemplates the approval of Govern- 
ment. Ah I Haid before that that discretition must be left to Govern- 
ment and cannot be delegated to a local body who are admittedly anxious 
•to reward persons who have been convicted of offences against the State. 
I wish that discretion could be left to the Corporation. In that case 
there would not have been any necessity for this Bill. But as the 
Corporation has forfeited that right, Government hod to step in. On 
these grounds I oppose this amendment. 

Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Kay’s motion being ])ut, a division was 
taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


All, MmIvI Humm. 

••km, Maalvi iyti Majli. 
•aatrjl, Me. P. 

•lata, Mr. Naraaira Kamar. 
•hattarjaa, Mr. 1. 0. 

•kaaiharl, Baka Kimarl Maliaa. 
••••ill ary, Maaivi Naral AHar. 
fulallak, Maaivi Makaaiiaai. 
•liaN, Dr. Aaiaiya flalMi. 
Makiai, Maaivi AMal. 

Maaaa, Kail Eaiaaiai. 


Malti, Mr. R. 

MaakarjN, Mr. lyamaarouia. 

Ral Mahaui, Maalakra Dm. 

Ray, Mr. Ikaatl IMkkarNarar. 

Ray Okearikary, Baka latlsk Ohaaira. 
Raat, Baka HvMai. 

Ray Ofcaaikari, Baka Ham Okaakra. 
•aa, Rai Bahaiar •lagatk Okaaira. 
laa Bayta, Dr. Raraik Okaakra. 

•lagk, Irijat Taj Bakakar. 


NOES. 


Afial. Nawakiaka Kkaraja Makaaiaiak, Khaa 
Bakakar. 

Amarartk, Mr. 0. B. 

•M, Baka Ulit Kamar. 

Aal, Ral lakik karat Bkaakra. 

Baaaarjaa, Baka kHaakralal. 

Barma, Ral lakik Paaakaaaa. 

Maair IMkla, Kkaa lakik MaMvl Makammak. 

•am, Mr. I M. 

^ttamlay. Mr. k. M. 

^NumBkarl, Kkaa SakaBar Maaivi AUanmaiaa. 


Ikaakkarl, Kkaa Bakakar Maaivi Haftar Rakmaa 
Oakaa, Mr. D. k. 

Dala, Mr. B. R. 

Dai, Rai Bakakar Kamlal Kamar. 

Datt, Rai Bakakar Dr. NarMkaa. 

Ekflay, Mr. N. B. A. 

Ka.afJ I. Maaivi Bar Rakmaa Kkaa. 

Paraial. tka HaaHa Baamk K. B. M., Kkaa 
Bakakar. 

Paviai, Mr. L. R. ^ 

Pivfaaaa, Mr. B. K. 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


305 


19 %] 

IIM MMi*Mt Aitaij NawiAMM^tr 
Sir tt DiMvar. 

p. N. 

Nt^ Kbta ftalMiar MtMhri Ailnil. 

INgg, Mr. a. P. 

MMftr.MIr. Q. i. 

Mtiiilft, Itanb Mmiuumrt, Khan tahninr. 

Mniaaln, MaMvl Mnhanniaa. 

HMiaiii. Manlvi Utafal. 

Kaatni, Manhrl AhnI. 

Khan, Khan Inhaanr Manhrl Mnaitam All. 

Khan, Mantvi TamiinMin. 

Uakhart, Mr. A. R. E. 

Mafnirt, Mr. L. T. 

MeOluklf, Mr. E. T. 

Mtttar,Mr.O. €. 

MIttar, tk# Han'hia Sir Rravaih Okaniar. 

MHtar. Mr. I. 0. 

Mitira, Rakn tarat Okankra. 

Mamin, Kkan Rahaanr Makammak Akkal. 

Malliek, Mr. Makanka Bakanp 
Nag, Ravarank B. A. 


The Ayes hein^** and the N( 


Nanky, Maharaia Irii BhaaBra, at Kaalmhatar. 
Haaimakkln.tba Naa'Ma Mr. Kharaja. 

Riabalt, Mr. B. K. 

RhilBal, Mr. N.B.V 
Riaatita, tha Naa’Ma Mr WWiam . 

Qaaaam, Maalvl AlM. 

RahmM, Mr. A. r. 

Rahaum, Mr. A. r. M. ANnr-. 

Ray, Baha Amnlyakhaa. 

Ray, Baha Nagaakra Narayaa. 

Ray Bhavkhary, Mr. K. 0. 

Raaa. Mr. k. B. 

Ray, tha Naa’Ma Bir Bljay Praiak lingh. 

Ray. Baha Narihaau. 

Ray, Mr. laHaawar Singh. 

Ray. Mr. iaral Kamar. 

Ray. Mr. I. N. 

Bahana, Baba Batya Klnkar. 

Barkar, Rai Bahih Rahali Mahan. 

Ban. Mr. B. R . 

Ban, Rai Bahaknr BlrH Okankra. 

Tawnank, Mr. H. R. V. 

WHklntan, Mr. N. R. 

Waakhaak, tha Naa'Ma Mr. k. A. 


; r>7, the iiKktioi) was lost. 



Wauivi ABDUL HAKIM: Sir, I hefr to move that in (danse 4, in 
proposed s«‘etion o4A (7), in lint's 4 to (>, for the words “or has been 
sentenced to iinprisonintmt for a term of three months or more” the 
words “or an olf(*nc(‘ involvin^^ moral turpitude or has ht'en sentenced to 
rijrorous imprisonment for a term of six months or more” bt* substituted. 

Sir, m> amendment i,s a very compnmiisiiifr one and has only 
HUg-^^ested a middle course, so as to redu(‘e the unm^cessary rijjid portion 
of the provision made in the proposed new section o4A. As refj’ards 
tlie first point of my amendment, I am of opinion that men committing? 
offences involving moral turpitude should not be employed in the 
Corporation or in any other public functions. 1 can safely say that 
off'en(;es involving moral turpitude are very heinous crimes. Men 
devoid of moral character are pests of tlie (oiinfry and society, and can 
do any amount of mischief wlienever they find opportunity. Hence, it 
is needless to explain that men of moral debasement should never be 
entrusted with any public functions? Certain offences of this type, 
such as stealing a needle, a pen, a ]>ie or taking a single pice as a bribe, 
are no doubt offences of a very trivial nature, but as daylight can be 
seen through very small holes, the.se little offences expose a man’s 
character. 

And hence persons convicted of any such crimes shouhl be debarred 
from any public serv’ice. 

As regards the second point of my amendment, I can very well say 
that the Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Bill has gone too far. Save 
and except the heinous offences against the State as defined in the 
Indian Penal Code, a man may be sentenced to imprisonment for a term 

20 
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of three months or more for various other offences under the Indian 
Penal Code, or under any other Act such as the Motor Vehicles Act or 
the like. But these offences may he of accidental nature and is not 
expected to involve moral turpitude in their nature. Suppose a man 
trespassed into the house of a Corporation officer or a servant, with a 
view to kill him, and suppose a violent assault took place in course of 
which the officer or the servant, as tlie case may be, exceeded the right 
of private defence and beat the man so severely that he was killed, and 
the officer or the servant was sentenced to rigorous imprisonment for 
more than three months. Now, Sir, under these circumstances would 
the Corporation be justified in dismissing the officer or the servant 
though he is sentenced to rigorous imprisonment for three months or 
more!^ If the Hon’ble Minister excuse me, I may cite another illus- 
tration of a glaring nature. Suppose the Hon’ble Minister himself 
drove his car so carelessly that he ac(‘identally cfy^ised the death of a 
passer-by by his careless driving, and consequently was sentenced (of 
course God forbid this) to rigorous imprisonment (laughter) for three 
months or more. Now would the Government be justified to dismiss 
the Hon’ble Minister from his exalted service for tliis offence I dare 
say that offenders of this nature should never he deprived of *their 
services, whatever tlie terms of their imprisonment miglit be, as the 
offonc(‘H do not involve any moral turpitude on the i>art of the offenders. 
1 am astonished to note that the Hon’hle Minister has treated the 
rigorous imprisonment as well as the simple imprisonment alike. This 
is quite unreasonable. Simple imprisonment is always given for 
trivial offences under special circumstances and these offences do not 
involve any moral turpitude. So the (juestion of simple imprisonment 
should not at all (*ome within the purview of this Bill. My friend, 
Munindra Deb Kai Mahasai, has laboured much to convince the 
Hon’hle Minister in charge of the Bill that the dis(|ualification should 
consist only of offences involving violence; hut I think he is wrong in 
his argument. A man should not he de})rived of public service, simply 
because he has committed an act of violence. My friend, Bai Mahasai, 
will be able to find out his error if he considers the reastuis adduced by 
me just now, and more so, if he consults the chapter of the Indian Penal 
Code dealing with offences involving violence. 

The amendment moved just now by my colleague, Mr. Shanti 
Shekhareswar Kay, expressed a rather reasonable modification, but he 
also has failed in his attempt. The Hon’ble Minister has framed the 
Bill in ‘such a hard-and-fast shape, that if the Bill is passed as it is, 
it will exclude an eminent man like the late Sir Surendranath Banerjea 
from seeking any office in the Corporation if he w^ere alive at this time 
and if he so wished; though the Hon’ble Sir Surendranath Banerjea, 
after having been imprisoned by Government, was afterwards appointed 
a Minister of great name and fame by the same Government. 
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33ie Hon’ble Minister has done and is doing much for the satisfac- 
tion of Government, but he should do something for his country also. 
If lie accepts my amendments, I hope he will be able to satisfy his 
country also to some extent, thereby’ doing no harm*to the Government; 
and a| a popular Minister he is morally bound to do so. 

Considering the above circumstances, 1 have tabled m> amendment 
in the way in which it stands, and I do this from a spirit i»f compromise 
and to advise the Hoirble Minister not to be so cruel to tin' (\)rporation, 
but to adopt a middle course in the case of persons punished with 
rigorous imprisonment for offences not involving moral turpitude. As 
wise men always adopt a middle })ath in all their a<-tions, so 1 ho])c the 
Hon^ble Minister also would act wisely and would not throw cold water 
on my amendment and would be glad to accept it. AVith these words 1 
commend my amendment for the acceptance of the House. 

• 

Hawab MU8HARRUF H08AIN, Khan Bahadur: I mc that several 
araerntments of the same nature liuve heen moved. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. We had bidter have om* discus- 
sion on several motions which deal with tln‘ same matter ])ractically, 
namely, 44A, 4«'» and 47. 

Nawab MU8HARRUF H08AIN, Khan Bahadur: Sir, several 
motions on the same lines are now’ before the House; soim* have h<‘(*n 
discussed, one is in the course of di.scussion, and others w’ill come latiu* on 
and I see that Government also propose to remedy the defects arising 
from this rule, later on. For they say that the Local Government may, 
by notification in the ('alcuiUi (jazettc, exclude any class ot muniidpal 
appointments, or any class of municipal officers or s(‘rvants, sp(*cificd in 
the notification, from the operation of all or any of the jirovisions of 
section 54A or of section o4B, respectively, either wlodly or in respect 
of any class of convictions or sentences so specified. 

This is what Government propose, hut may I ask one (juestion as to 
W’hether Government have decided what cla.sses of convictions or 
sentences they w'ant really to exclude from the ojierntion of this Act? 
Sir, a lot of sjieeches has been delivered under the impre.‘isioii that any 
and every kind of offence may he covered by this Act, and GovernmenI 
later on — probably to-day or to-morrow' — w ill announce what elass<‘s of 
offences they decide to exempt. But, Sir, can we get some idea as to 
what classes of offence Government are prepared h) exclude now , for 
that will make the position of Government clear to those who really 
think absolutely impartially in matters like this, because oftentimes 
they are in a difficulty to understand the real position. Some of my 
friends are under the apprehension that an orfeuce under the Motor 
Vehicles Act vjill be an offence which will come under the purview of 
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this Act. But we do not know wdiether it will actually be an offence 
leading to disciualification ; so the position should be made clear, and 
Government should at once tell us what class of offences they contem- 
plate excluding. I* think, Sir, that a statement from the Hon^ble 
Minister as to the nature of the offences that w'ill be excluded from the 
operations of this Act will solve our difficulties, and I would accordingly 
request him to enlighten us as to what is in his mind when he is going 
to move liis motion No. 121, because that will make our task lighter. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I first of all 
answer the (juestion tliat has been put to me by the Naw'ab Sahib? As 
I liave said, th(‘ provisions of this Bill are never meant to apply to 
persons convicted of offences of a non-political character. What 
Government seek to do is to prevent Corporation appointments being 
looked upon as rewards for anti-Government activities — 1 can only 
repeat tliat. As regards the instance cited by the Nawah Saliib whether 
any person convicted of an offence against the Motor Vehicdes Act 
w^ould be exempted by Government under this proviso or not, I have 
no liesitation in saying that in such cases Government do not intend to 
bring them under this disqualification. That has never been the 
intention of Government. 

I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, may I inquire if you will 
now take up amendment No. 25 of Babu Kishori Mohan Chaudhuri, 
which stood over ? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The first part of it the member decided not to 
move. We decided to deal with the second part of it after amendment 
No. lUj w'as disposed of, but Kishori Babu gave me to understand that 
he would suj)j)ort amendment No. 8(), and not move his. The third 
part of his amendment will be taken up as item 3()A. 

Maulvi Abdul Hakim’s motion was then put and lost. 

« 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, I beg to move that 
in clause 4, in proposed section 54A (/), in line 4, for the word ‘*or, 
the word “and” be substituted. 

Sir, I am making a last effort to induce Government to take a 
reasonable view of things. At long last we have heard from the 
Hon’ble Minister that it is not the intention of Government to keep 
anybody out of employment except those who have been convicted of 
political offences. Only just now my friend Maulvi Tamizuddin Shan 
somehow or other got the impression that it was my intention to give 
greater facilities to thieves, dacoits, and cheats in securing appoint- 
ments under the Corporation of Calcutta; but now tbe position has 
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bec^e clear and we now know what the Government and the Hon’ble 
Minister want ai^d what the Corporation does not want. The fact is 
that Government want that no one with anti-Governinent feelings or 
no one connected with the civil disobedience moVenieut shall secure 
any appointment under the Corporation of Calcutta. Our position, on 
the other hand, is quite clear. We sugge.st that offences in connec- 
tion with the civil disobedience movement should not be considered 
as disqualifying a jierson for service under the Corporation of ('al(‘iitta. 
It is only in serious cases tliat (rovernment may objt^id to the ap]ioint- 
ment of persons in tlie Calcutta (^irporation, 


Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: (an this 
amendment be moved ^ Because tlie effect of this amendment will be 
the deletion of this portion “has been sentenced to imjirisoiinu'nt for 
a term of three mo*nths or more,” and if “and” is substituted, what 
will be the result? The House has already given an opinion on that. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: 1 beg to submit that 
the result will be ([uite different. You will see that if the sentence 
was omittt*d, only those who have been convicted of offences under 
Chapters V and VI wouhl be debarred, but by accepting m,\ amend- 
ment, not all those jiersons will be debarred but only those who have 
been convicted juid sentenced to a term of imprisonment for more than 
three months, that is, those who have been hehl guilty of reall\ serious 
offences. Th(‘y may be guilty of technical offences. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: 1 have already allowed you to move it. 1 
overrule Mr. Kay (Miowdhury's (dijection. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: To return to my ]>oint. 
I ask the (jovernment to give up their vindictive attitude tow^irds civil 
disobedience prisoners and confine their attention to really serious 
offences against the State. By that way, they will not alienate* the 
sympathy of the public. (_)n tlie other hand, if they throw' their nets 
too wide, the wdiole object will be frustrated and there will be no jmblic- 
sympathy w'ith the policy of the Government. Wliat is wanted is not 
a legislation of a deterrent nature, but a legislation that has got the 
support of the people in the country. By limiting their discretion 
against men convicted of an offence like that of waging w’ar against 
the King or sedition of a very serious nature, perhaps the Government 
may have sympathy of a large section of the public. With this view , 
I commend the motion to the acceptance of the House. 


Baby KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: I whole-heartedly 
support the motion of my friend, Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Ray. It 
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has been repeatedly asserted by the Hon’ble Minister that Government 
have no intention to proceed against the Corporation in cases where 
the appointments made are not looked upon as rewards for anti-Govern- 
ment activities. If that is so, I think that this modest suggestion that 
*^or’’ should be substituted by *'and” should be accepted; oth^wise, 
how can my friends say, as has been just now pointed out that a man 
convicted of an offence under the Motor Vehicles Act or such other law 
shall not be touclied How can lie be excluded if he had been sentenced 
to a term of imprisonment for three months or more? I think he 
cannot be excluded unless this “or” is changed to “and.” What we 
suggest here, whatever might have been our opinion as regards the 
whole matter, is practically a very modest request. Our request is 
this: as you do not intend to proceed against persons who are not con- 
nected witli anti-Governinent activities, you should make the clause 
explicit on tliat ])oint. We also suggest that the ('ase of mere convic*- 
tion sliould not be enough, but that the degree of offence should also 
be considered. This would be facilitated if this “or” is changed to 
and , so that if a man is connected with an offence for which the 
punisliment is imprisonment for three months or more, the nature of 
his offence would also be taken into consideration. If it is a trivial 
punishment of im])risonment of less than three months, that man ought 
not to be penalised. ()ur object is to make it applicable only in cases 
in wliich the person is concerned with anti-Government activities of a 
soimnvhat serious nature, that is, in cases in wliich the punishment is 
not of a trivial nature. If that is so, the object of the Government 
would be sufficiently met and there would be no difficulty. So I 
earnestly appeal to the Hon’ble Minister that this syggestion be 
accepted. \\ ith these words, I suiqiort the amendment. 

The Hon’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I have practically 
replied to this point— a point covered by amendments Nos. 33-;i4. If 
this amendment is accejited, its only effect will be that per.sons convicted 
of offences against the State will not suffer from any disqualification 
unless the term of imprisonment is more than three months. That 
is not our intention; that, is far from the intention of the Bill. More- 
over, the mover of this amendment said that Government should not 
take up a vindictive attitude towards persons convicted of civil dis- 
obedience movement, and he very frankly, and if I may say so, very 
honestly stated his point of view, but I regret to say that Government 
cannot see eye to eye with him. But I may tell the House that it is 
far from the intention of Government to be vindictive in any way. If 
a person is convicted for joining a procession and is sentenced to an 
imprisonment for three months, certainly Government would consider 
his case and exempt him from the disabilities. It is not the intention 
of Government to persecute simply because he was imprisoned for 



1933.] 


GOVERT^MENT BILL. 


311 


three months for joining a procession. But the difficulty of confining 
the section to wh|it is now proposed is rather obvious. It will not make 
the offences exhaustive because, as I pointed out on the last occasion, 
offences against property or against liuman body* may be committed 
with an anti-Government and political motive. And these offences will 
be absolutely left out and persons committing such offences will not 
come under this clause. That is my difficulty in accepting this 
amendment. 

Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Hay’s motion was then put and lost. 

(Here the Council adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer. 'i 
(After adjournment.) 

Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir, with your permis- 
sion I should like t^ move the portion of my amendment No. 25. Tlie 

other two portions have been disposed of. 

• 

I beg to move tliat in clause 4 in proposed section 54A ( /) in lines 
5 and 6 for the words “imprisonment for a term of three months or 
more,” the words “rigorous impri.sonment for more than three months 
or simple imprisonment for more than six months” be substituted. 

I submit, Sir, that this is also a very modest suggestion. We want 

to see that only cases of a serious nature are taken notice of. The 

provision is that with the })ermi.ssion of the Ix)cal (b)vern merit one nray 
apply for a post, but the difficulty is that if anyone is to make an 
application for a])pointment, he has to make a »leclai’ation. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, what ])recisely 
is the amencfment after he has modified it P 

Mfi PRESIDENT: He has already read it out. Y on may get a 
copy of the amendment as it now stands. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: 1 say in case of 
imprisonment for three months or more make it rigorous imprison- 
ment for more than three months a*nd simple imprisonment for more 

than six months; that is, only the serious^ offences should be taken 

notice of. Sir, all our attempts to make the clause acceptable to all 
have failed. But we now' suggest to Government to make the provi- 
sion of the law applicable to cases in wdiich the offences complained 
of may be of a somewhat serious nature, in w'hicb rigorous imprison- 
ment at least for more than three months has been awarded or simple 
imprisonment for more than six months. If this were done, tlien 
persons sentenced to any imprisonment for any offence of a trivial 
nature will not be affected. The reason for my suggesting this is that 
if anyone is to apply for a post under the Corporation, he shall have 
to make a deoiaration of his conviction and he shall have to apply for 
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OoTernment sanction. If he is excused by Government, he will be 
able to make an application, and in that application has to make a 
declaration that he w'as imprisoned for such and sucli offence and that 
ho has been excused by Government. What w’ill be the result of such 
applications? My point is that whenever there is a vacancy, a large 
number of persons become applicants for it. It will not do to say — 
Why should the Corporation be very anxious for such and such 
persons w’hen there are a thousand and one men who may be 
very honest and capable w'ithout having anything against them ? It 
is not for that that we arc v(‘ry anxious. We are not very anxious to 
see w'hat sort of men should be appointed by the Corjioration or 
w’hether there is any dearth of candidates or wdiether tliere are many 
candidates available who are not of an objectionable character. The 
object is to see that in these days persons, may not be unnecessarily 
harassed. As has been suggested, to depriiljBI^ inaVi of a thing w'hich 
he thinks he is justly entitled to makes him 'Exasperated and in case of 
necessity one does not know' w'hat to do. Men like Bhudeb Mukherjee 
went to commit suicide by jumping into the Ganges; so when one 
cannot maintain himself or his family, nobody can tell what he will do 
under such j>eculiar circumstances. The re.sult will be, if he is deprived 
of any oi)portunity of earning liis livelihood by honest means, that 
either he w’ill go to swell the ranks of dacoits and goondas, or he will 
join the terrorist class or any such organisation, under such peculiar 
circumstances. These are the considerations for wjiich we think that 
Government should be humane and should not do anything the result 
of W'hich will be to sw'ell the class of tiiese undesirable persons. It 
is in this view' that we suggest that only persons sentenced, to rigorous 
imprisonment for more than three montlis or to simple imprisonment 
for more than six months should be affected by this provision, so that 
anybody and everybody iiiay not be under the necessity of approaching 
Government or taking other means which may be beyond his pow'er. 
For these ccmsiderations I beg to .suggest that this amendment may be 
considered and my suggestion accepted. 

« 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWN END: Sir, 1 have very little to say in reply 
to this amendment. It is one of a .series of amendments put forward 
lapparently with a desire to make a change for change’s sake. It 
will be noticed from the Bill itself that the clause as it now stands was 
altered by the Select Committee which held after a good deal of consi- 
deration that rigorous imprisonment for any term or simple imprison- 
ment for a term of six months or more should be changed to imprison- 
ment for a term of three months or more. Government are not parti- 
cularly interested in this, but we consider that all changes should be 
resisted in matters w’hich have been settled by the Select Committee 
after a good deal of deliberation and careful thought. • 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


m 


19 ^ 3 .]^ 

3 ? 

I o|ipose the amendment. 

Babu Kishori* Mohan Chaudhuri’s motion was then put and lowSt. 

Dk. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: I beg to move that in clause 4, 
in proposed section 54A ( 1 ), in lines 5 and G, for the words “three 
months/’ the words “one year” be substitiited. 

Sir, the purpose of my amendment is so clear that 1 need not sj)eak 
anything on this matter. In the original Bill, before it was consi- 
dered by the Select Committee, tlie period was six months, and I do 
not think that three months have improved matters, ratl»er it lias been 
a change for the worse. T, tlierefore, proposed that “one year” sliould 
be substituted for “three months,” and 1 con.sider that to be a reason- 
able period. I, therefore, coinniend my motion to the accejitance of 
the House. 

• 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: 1 beg to move that in 
clause 4, in projiosed section 54 (7), in lines 5 and (>, for the words 
“tliree months,” tlie words “six months” be substituted. 

Sir, I will give only one argument, which is a very amaent one and 
which is absolutely irrefutable: that is, that since the days of l\vtha- 
goras onwards, .six has always been con.sidered to be greater than 
three. The only other thing that I would point out is that in clause 
54B this magic number six ajipears in the ca.se of jiersons alnnidy in 
service, and I do not see why it .should not be the .same in the cu.se of 
persons who apply for appoint nnmts. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Sir, the Select 
Committee considered the points urged by Dr. Sen Gujita and they 
decided to leave the period as in the Bill. So I ojipose the motion. 
Dr. Amulya Ratan Ghose’s motion was then put and lost. 

Dr. Nare.sh Chandra Sen Gupta’i motion was then put and lost. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I beg to move that in clause 4, 
in the provi.so to proposed section 54A(7;, in lines 3 and 4, for tho 
words “five years,” the words “one year” be substituted. 

Sir, the intention of this amendment is quite clear and no speech of 
mine is required to explain it. My intention is that the disability 
should automatically cease at the end of one year after the conviction 
and not subsist for five years because, Sir, I take it that the people 
whom the Government want to exclude, as has been just said by the 
Hon’ble Minister, are really people who took part in the civil dis- 
obedience mo^ment — young men mostly — and it is the case if not of 
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tli€ Hon’ble Minister but that of the Government as we have heard in 
this House, that most of these young men were led ^astray from the 
paths of — I will not say rectitude — but of law'fulness by the advice of 
older men, and I take it, Sir, that many of these young men since the 
stoppage of the civil disobedience movement, are anxious to get •back 
and earn a decent living. 


Mr. PRESIDENT; Would 3'ou find it convenient to move the next 
motion also and make one speech? I propose to take all the amend- 
ments from No. 51 to No. 57 together and have one discussion. I shall, 
of course, ])ut them separately. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg also to move tliat in 
clause 4, in the ])roposed proviso to section 54A (/), in line -3, fpr the 
word ‘'five,” the word “two” be substituted. 

1 am asking the House to fix a smaller period of time than five years, 
because after five years of enforced idleness probably many of these 
men would be absolutely unfit to render good service (uther to the. 
Corporation or to anybody else. I am, therefore, asking the House and 
tlie (fovernment to consider whether they (‘ould not reduce the period 
to one or two years. 


Rai Bahadur J0CE8H CHANDRA SEN: Sir, many words are 
not needed to commend this motion to the ac(*e])tan(‘e of ^the Hon’ble 
Minister. Those who come out of jail are generally anxious to come 
back into the fold of the society and to live an Ijonest life. Therefore, 
I think, they should be given a chance to live honestly. If the Hon’ble 
Minister would accept the motion, I do not think it will harm any- 
body. 

The Hon'bl. Sir BUOY PRA8)VD SiNCH ROY: There are two 
proposals before the House: One is that the period of disqualification 
should be reduced from five years to one year and the other from five to 
two years. Government is not in a position to accept either of them, 
because in their opinion one or two years would be a very short period. 
For reformation of a man, at least five years should elapse before there 
can be any change in his mentality, and if in the meantime he reforms^ 
there is nothing fo prevent the Government from removing the bar. 
Under section 22, sub-section 2 of the Calcutta Municipal Act the period 
of disqualification for any person offering himself as a candidate for 
election, is five years. On that analogy five years’ time has been put 
in here. 
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Whe two motions of Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu were then put and 
loat. 

Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY GHOWDHURY; I be^ to move 
that In clause 4, in proposed section r>4A in line 1, for the word 
*‘every,” the following ])e substituted, namely: — 

“The appointing authority of the Corporation may require by a 
particular or general order that any or every’* 


and in line 11 before the words “no person” tlie words “in such case 
or cases” be inserted. 

Sir, my reasons for moving tliis amendment are that under the Bill 
as it stands every person applying for a post, whether that post i-arries 
a salary of Its. o or Ks. oOO or Ks. 12, 00(1, is required to sign a declara- 
tion t*liat he has never been a criminal in his life. This, 1 submit, is 
an insult to the whole nation. It embodies a presumption that the 
whole nation is criminal and the exceptions are to he proved by the 
declaration. It reminds one of the days of liord Macaulay wluui the 
^hole race was vilified and the result was not a happy one for any ])arty. 
By this amendment I would like to stop any such presumption being 
raised against the whole nation. Furthermore, the acceptance of my 
amendment will not take away the responsibility of the (h)r]M)ration in 
the matter of appointments. I want that it should be left to tlje discre- 
tion of the Corporation to require any particular candidate, if they so 
think fit, or by a general order to recpiire every candidate t(> state in 
a declaratioli that he has never been guilty, etc. The subsequent 
clauses will be left more or less untouched and the result will be that 
in the case of an appointment being made against the s])irit or letter 
of the law, that appointment will become void or invalid. As a matter 
of fact, the Corporation’s responsibility would not in any way be 
lessened. This amendment is almost in line with another amendment, 
No. 59, tabled by Mr. P. N. (hilia. He would also take away the obli- 
gatory cliaracter of this clause by requiring that a candidate shall, if 
he has at any time been convicted of an offeree against the State, etc., 
state in writing the particulars of such sentence or conviction. My 
amendment rather makes it more obligatory on the part of the Corpora- 
tion to inquire in every case whether there is any chance of any (candi- 
date creeping in who is not desirable under the provisions of the law. 
By this amendment I do not propose to interfere with the penal clause 
which is there and which makes it punishable with a very heavy fine 
and also with imprisonment a person making a false declaration. I 
submit that with the penal clause standing, it would make every person 
applying for a job under the Corporation very cautious in making a 
false staiemeiA. Therefore, it is needless to insist in the case of every 
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candidate that he should make a declaration to the effect that he had 
never been a criminal. I submit that any self-respecting man would 
take it as a great slur and would naturally refuse to submit to any condi- 
tion like this. With‘these words I leave the motion to the acceptance- 
of the House. 

Mft P- Ni GUHA: Mr. President, Sir, I beg to move that in clause- 
4, for jiroposed section 54A {2) (a) and (h), the following be sub- 
stituted, namely: — 

“(^) A candidate seeking an appointment of any nature under the- 
Corporation shall, if lie has at any time been convicted of an offence 
against the State or sentenced to imprisonment for a term of three- 
months or more, state in writing the particulars of such sentence or 
conviction. Any person so convicted or sentenced shSll not be appointed 
to any post under the Corporation except under the provisions o^ sub- 
section (/).” 

Sir, 1 think the intention of my amendment will be clear to every 
member of tlie House. It has been provided in tlie Bill that every 
candidate for appointment as a Municipal Officer or servant shall 
declare in writing that he has not been convicted of an offence against 
the State. I do not tliink it is fair to compel even those who have not 
been convicted at any time to undergo the indignity of making a declara- 
tion like that. I have made it clear in my amendment that a candidate 
seeking an appointment of any nature under the Corporation shall, if 
he has at any time been convicted of an offence against tlie State, be 
compelled to make such a declaration, failing wliich there it' a provision 
for punishment in the subsequent clause. I do not think the Govern- 
ment will lose anything in accepting my amendment. So far as I know 
a provision under which candidates seeking appointment must make 
such a declaration does not exist in any institution of Government. Sir, 
I have been told that the (|uestion of indignity cannot arise in being 
compelled to make such a declaration. It has been pointed out tliat a 
person who has to get himself enrdlled as a solicitor of the High Court 
has to declare that he was never declared an insolvent and a gentleman 
who goes to insure his life fias to declare that he had at no time suffered 
from a certain class of disease. That, however, is quite a different 
matter, but the declaration proposed to make compulsory for all seekers 
of employment under the Corporation of Calcutta is in force in no 
Government or seini-Government institution. 

Sir, the post of the City Architect of the Corporation is vacant just 
now. It is not impossible that it will be advertised simultaneously in 
India and abroad. With what justiff cation the Corporation will ask 
the European or American candidates to declare that they have not 
been imprisoned at any time for an offence against the .State? Then, 
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thl||K)6t of the Chief Executive Officer is goinfjr to be vacant in a few 
weeks* time, and it will have to be advertised if the present incumbent 
is not reappointed. In that case persona of high standing and ability 
are likely to apply for it. Will it not be considered undignified by 
euch*persons to make a declaration that they had at no time been con- 
Tinted of any offence against the State? Sir, this clause, if retained, 
will be a standing black mark for the Corporation for all time to come. 
Why single out the Corporation of Calcutta as the ( nly institution 
in the country where only the convicted persons an* likely to seek 
jobs? My proposal, if accepted, will not hurt the dignity of all and 
sundry, but will make it obligatory for the persons who have been 
convicted to make a declaration to that effect. Sir, I maintain that 
the clause as it stands will in all times to come be considered insulting 
not only by persons seeking appointment, Imt by everyone connected 
with the Cori)oraWon. I, therefore, hope that the llon'lde Minister 
will accept my amendment. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Mr. President, Sir, 1 rise to 
oppose this motion. My friend, Mr. P. N. (iuha, who has moved this 
motion, has so consistently up till now during this debate supported tlie 
position that Government by executive order can remove all injustices 
and all unnecessary insults, that it is rather late for him to say that 
because Britishers and Americans might apply for some of thest* ])osts, 
therefore this clause should be remod(‘lled. 1 submit that he is 
forgetting that the Local Government, by virtue of its power under 
clause fj4B^(/>.), has the power to remove any class of appointment from 
the operation of any of these rules. There is nothing to j)revent 
them doing so; — in fact, 1 shall go further and say that Government 
will, very probably, the day after this Bill is put on the statute book, 
issue a notification that none of the clauses of this Act shall apply to 
any European and American, so that my friend, Mr. P. N. Guha, is 
needlessly exerci.sing his soul over his anxiety for Europeans and 
Americans, who may consider thaUthey will be insulted by having to 
write out such a declaration. But I might tell him that they will never 
be called upon to make such a declaration* at all, and Mr. Guha may 
re.st his soul in peace that the Local Government, as it is now' consti- 
tuted, will certainly take precious good care that the feelings of no 
European or American are ruffled. 


Rii Bahadur dOGESH CHANDRA SEN: Sir, 1 do not find any 
force whatsoever in Mr. Guha’s arguments. Why should ho be so very 
indignant and afraid of insults? If the citizens of Calcutta can stand 
the other claj^ses of this Act, they can easily swallow this clause also. 
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But why should there be this silence? Silence is not always golden. 
It is liable to be interpreted differently at different times. Moreover, 
there is a penal clause for those who will make false declaration. If 
one is silent and it subsequently transpires that he was guilty of some 
offence, you won’t be able to bring that person under the clutches of 
this Act as there was no declaration by him. Under this circumstance, 
silence cannot be supported, and I do not know why he should be so 
indignant. Tlierefore, I oppose his motion. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose both the amendments. My friend Babu Satish Chandra Ray 
Cliowdhury suggests tliat the discretion should be left to the Corpora- 
tion, wliile, according t{) Mr. (iuha, the Corporation should not be given 
a cliance or opportunity to insult persons gratuitously. (Mr. Narkndra 
Ki'MAR Basc : Reserve it for yourself.) If it is the geneial 
rule, of course, no one can take exception to it, but if this amendment 
is accepted, then the Corporation in its discretion may ask one person 
to make n declaration and exempt another. I think, Sir, that it is a 
proposal whicli should not be supported. 

As regards Mr. (iiiha’s amendment, his proposal is tliat only those 
persons who liave be(‘n convicted should be asked to make that declara- 
tion, the latter portion of his amendment is practically consequential. 
If his amendment is accepted, some persons applying for Corporation 
appointments will make the declaration wliile others will not. This 
will introduce an invidious distinction. Moreover, if there is no 
declaration to be made, a jierson who has been convicted but suppresses 
the fact of his conviction and makes no declaration, may not be guilty 
of any offence. That would make it difficult for Government to tackle 
him afterwards. On these grounds (lovernment have got to oppose 
both these amendments. It is not at all derogatory, as my friend seems 
to think, to ask a candidate to make the declaration. On the contrary, 
it is the common practice in many ca.ses. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Where? 

The Hon»ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I shall presently 
give instances. For example, in certain cases a person has got to state 
whether he is indebted or not, for everybody is not in debt. So, the 
mere fact that a candidate is asked to state whether he is in debt or not 
does not argue that that man is in debt. Similarly, a person applying 
for enrolment as a solicitor in the Calcutta High Court has got to 
declare that he is not an undischarged insolvent. The mere fact that 
there is this provision does not prevent anybody froiij applying for 
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enrc&ent, because there is no presumption that the person applying 
must necessarily be an undischarged insolvent. So, the general rule 
can never affect a particular individual. 

• 

B»bu Satish Chandra Ray Chowdhury’s motion was then put and 
lost. 

Mr. P. N. Guha's motion was then put and lost. 


MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: 1 do not move the motion 
standing in my name, but would give my friend Babu Amulyadhan 
Ray the first chance. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: Sir, 1 beg to move that in chuLsi^ 4, 
proposed section 54A {4) be omitted. 1 wish it to be clearly under- 
stood by one and all in this House as well as outside the House that, 
in moving this amendment, I do not hold any brief for the Chilcutta 
Corporation; nor liave I been emphnetl by the Hon’bh‘ Minister to 
espouse the cause of (xovernment. But what T am going to say is my 
honest and sincere criticism. The idea of distrust that is conveyed hy 
proposed section i^)4A{4), and the (juestion of self-resjiect of a cor])orate 
body, the administration of M’hich is carried on by men of great ability 
and sense of full resp(»nsibility, have led me to move (his amendmmit 
to-day. If tlie apjirehension of the Hon’ble Minister, whose intentions 
I do not doubt, is that the (/oiporalion authorities, while making 
appointments, will not strictly follow to all intents and jmrposes, the 
provisions (Jt law as contemplated in section r>4A (/), in spite of the 
declaration that a candidate has been convicted — and if that a])])reh(‘n- 
sion turns out to be a reality — the proper remedy does not Viv in hold- 
ing the appointing authority responsible as autliorizing the making of 
an illegal payment. If such a contingency arises and if the represen- 
tatives of the citizens of C^alcutta mark a black spot on our national 
character and prove themselves un^t to work out a democratic insti- 
tution practically gifted with complete independence, then my humble 
advice to the Hon’ble Minister is to supersede? the Corjioration and drive 
out the undesirable elements resiionsible for the violation of the law. 
But I do not understand why the Hon’ble Minister apprehends that the 
Corporation will make appointments in contravention of sub-section (/). 

On a point of information, I ask him if there has been any case in 
the past in which the authorities of the Corporation have made apjioi fit- 
ments in violation of the express provisions of the law, and if 1 am 
satisfied with the answer I am prepared to beg leave of the House to 
withdraw my amendment. I fully realize the truth of the statements 
made by the Hon’ble Minister that the Corporation employed teachers 
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who, while in the Corporation service, were convicted of civil dis 
obedience and were granted leave. But I sincerely believe that th< 
Bill is going to be passed into law of the land, not %r choking th< 
voice, or checking Ijhe activities of the extreme political party in th< 
Corporation, but to put a stop to the abuse of power so widely giyen b;' 
the Act of Sir Surendranath. It is unfortunate for the rate-payers o 
the Corporation, unfortunate for the citizens of Calcutta that the actioni 
of their representative liave driven this Legislature to the painful neces 
sity of putting restrictions on the free enjoyment of a gift so generousb 
given to the Cori^oration by the father of Indian nationalism. But t( 
be fair and just, I am bound to say that there was no law preventinf 
such appointments, and that the existing section 54 of the Calcutti 
Municipal Act was not at all sufficient for the purpose. But appointment 
of this nature, tliougli made by the Corporation, and though they canno 
receive our moral support, ought to be condenyied by every right 
til inking man, because they are illegal. But in view of proposed sectioi 
54A (I), I do not think that a respectable and responsible body lik< 
the Calcutta Corporation will become so much demoralized and humiliat 
ing that they would apjxnnt persons convicted of offences against Stati 
or sentenced to imprisonment for a particular term. And I cannot con 
coive that the Corporation authorities by their foolish activities wil 
strengthen the hands of the authorities of His Majesty’s (lovernment ii 
England, as well as of the British die-hards, to incorporate more safe 
guards in the future constitution of India, and will stand in the way o 
transference of law and order into the hands of the responsible Ministers 
The proper remedy, as 1 have already submitted, is to supersede th< 
Corporation and drive out the elements resjionsible for violation of lav 
and order. 

I shall deal with another aspect of the question. It may be arguec 
and argued with some amount of force that there is no other provision ii 
the Bill to ])enali8e the authorities if the Corporation make the appoint 
inents in spite of the declaration of a candidate of his conviction. Bu 
in my opinion a corporate body with the same financial resources ai 
our neighbouring province, I mean the provime of Assam, should no 
be painted black of susjiicion liy express provision of law by putting; 
it on the statute book. Tf tlie Hon’ble Minister with sober mine 
accepts the amendment No. 88 of my hon’ble friend Maulvi Tamizuddii 
Khan without the addition of the words “procured under such falsi 
declaration or statement” and with the addition of the words “If ani 
payment is made in eonvsequence of such appointment, such officer o] 
servant shall be deemed to have received an illegal payment,” I an 
not in favour of making a law which will cast suspicion on the charactei 
of a body of men many of whom will take up the responsibility o; 
carrying on the administration of the future provincial autonomoui 
Government, but I am in favour of a provision seriously penalising 
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those who will procure appointment as Municipal Officers or servants 
in contravention pf sub-section ( 1 ). Whether the declaration or state- 
ment of his conviction be true or false, I do not care; I do not mind. 

• 

D^ NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: My objection to this 
clause after the previous amendments have been disposed of is only 
this, that it is unnecessary. Tlie only eftect of this clause is to brin^ 
into operation the proposed clause 123B under which ille^ral payments 
may be debited as surcharge upon persons responsible, but the 
language of that section, as it stands, says “shall disallow every item 
of account contrary to law and surcharge the san»e on the person making 
or authorising the making of illegal payments.” The man wlio makes 
an appointment thereby uuthori.ses tlie payment of his salary to the 
officer in charge of tlie Pay Department, and, therefore, it would 
clearly be a case of iilegal payment, and the whole thing is unnecessary. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH RAY: I have listened 
with interest to the illuminating address of the hon'ble mover. 1 am 
sorry he is not here, but I am sure that he has not carefully followed the 
first portion of clause 54 A. There certain provisions have been made 
about appointments, and that part of the clause whiidi he seeks to 
delete only gives sanction to this clause. Without that jiorlion of the 
clause, it would be very difficult to enforce the rest of it so that the 
whole thing will be (piitc ineffective. If offi<‘ers are apjiointed under 
flection 51 of the Calcutta Municijial Act b\ a resolution of the (Corpora- 
tion, that resolution may be nullified by Government under section IJ) 
of the Calcujta Municipal Act. So, there we have a safeguard, but 
here persons are ajipointed by executive order, and there is no explicit 
provision to declare the appointment illegal. So to do away with it, 
effective jirovisions in this Bill is necessary. 

Dr. Sen Gujita has said that it is (juite unnecessary, as it is covered 
by proposed section 123 of the Bill. But I do not think so. A iierson 
making the aiipointment may not be actually authorising the payment. 
So he may or may not be authorising* the payment, and he may escape. 
It is much better that the Act should be (dear and explicit. If certain 
things are prohibited under the Act, and if any expenditure is incurred 
to give effect to that illegal order, the person giving the order should 
suffer for it. That is what is provided for in this part of the (dause. I 
«ee no reason to accept the amendment. 

Babu Amulyadban Ray’s motion was then put and lost. 

Rai Bahadiir dOCESH CHANDRA SEN: I beg to move that in 
clause 4, iii proposed section 64A ( 4 ), in line 1, for the word “knowing- 
ly,^ the word “even after being specifically informed by the Local 
Government’* be substituted. 

21 
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Sir, the Hon’ble Minister himself has tabled an amendment No. 149 
to explain the word “knowingly** in section 88A, but ^this explanation, 
I am afraid, has no bearing on this word here. It can, however, be 
changed as suggested by me here, or the position may be explained by 
the Hon’ble Minister. If the Hon’ble Minister wishes to say that here 
the word “knowingly” w’ould refer only to the statement of the appli- 
cant and not to any knowledge beyond that, I would be quite satisfied 
and I would withdraw my motion. Otherwise, this will remain very 
vague and serious complications and intricacies may arise as to the 
definition, and they might have to go to Law Courts to have the word 
defined to save themselves from penalties and all tlmse things. I expect 
a reply from the Hon’ble Minister on tliis point, and if the explanation 
is as I hope it would be, I would withdraw my amendment. 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCH ROV: I am afraid this 
amendment is practically meaningless because he suggests the words 
“even after being specifically informed by the Local Government” be 
substituted for the word “knowingly.” How (*an the Local Govern- 
ment inform the officer, because the cuindidates applying will have to 
make a statement, and the person aj)pointing will have at his disposal 
those statements. How can the Local Government come in there. 
Sir? It is for him to know. Certainly be cannot appoint a person 
without going through those statements, as is provided for in the Bill. 
It is not necessary for an outside agency to inform him of this. I 
oppose this amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: 1 beg to move that in clause 4, in 
proposed section 54A (J), in line 4, for tlie words “five hundred,” the 
w’ords “one thousand” be substituted. 

1 have already made my position absolutely clear — that I am not 
in favour of penalising the authorities who will make appointments, 
but I am in favour of penalising those persons who w’ill make a false 
declaration because that is very serious. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCH ROY: Sir, I formally 
oppose the amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI: 1 beg to move that in clause 
4, in proposed section 54A (^), in line 5, for the words “one year,” the 
words “six months’* be substituted. 

Sir, one year’s imprisonment is too heavj’ a sentence for the offence. 
Justice should be tempered with mercy. The object of imprisonment 
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^ is corrective and not to make brutes of men, A heav^’ sentence would 
certainly have a brutalising effect which is not at all desirable in the 
best interests of soc iety. I, therefore, think that six months’ imprison- 
ment will be enough for meeting the ends of justibe. With these few 
words^ I commend my amendment to the acceptance of the House. 

TN Hofi’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The maximum 
punishment should be a deterrent one because the offences are of a 
serious character. But it is not necessary that maximum punishment 
should always be inflicted. So I oppose this amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI: I beg to move that in clause 
4, in proposed section -MB (7), in line 4, for the words “against the 
State,” the words ^‘involving vudence” be substituted and in line 5, 
the word “either” be omitted and in lines (> and T, the words “or to 
simple imprisonment for a term of six months or more” be omitted. 

Sir, I formally move this amendment and 1 do not want to say any- 
thing because all the arguments tliat I have adduced before apply to 
this case and I do not want to repeat them. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I formally 
oppose the amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: Sir, 1 beg to move that in clause 4, 
in proposed section 54B (7), in lines 5 to 7, for the words “either to 
rigorous imprisonment for any term or to simple imprisonment for a 
term of six months or more,” the following words be -substituted, 
namely : — 

“to imprisonment for a term of three months or more.” 

Sir, I do not see why here a difft*rent kind of punishment has been 
provided from what is to be found in clause MA (/). It may be said 
that here the question is about existing municipal servants, and in the 
other case the question is not about existing municipal servants but 
about prospective municipal employees. But I think the position is 
extremely anomalous. What is the idea underlying this clause? Sir, 
if those who are already in municipal service are to be more severely 
dealt with, I think the purpose will not be served by the provision tliat 
is to be found in the Bill, because the punishment provided in this 
clause if it is rigorous imprisonment, is any term and is, therefore, less 
drastic than what it is in the other clause. Therefore, although 
in respect of ^simple imprisonment, the position of persons who are 
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already municipal servants is worse than the position of prospective 
employees, yet as regards rigorous imprisonment, the position is the 
reverse. The position is altogether anomalous. I think it would be 
much better if all are treated equally and the same ban is placed upon 
them without any distinction. If any distinction is made, it should 
be consistent and not hopelessly anomalous as is to be found in the 
Bill. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, if I do not move 
the motion that stands in my name, it is because the Council has 
already expressed an opinion on it. 1 oppose the motion of Maulvi 
Tamizuddiii Khan. I appreciate his vigilant eye for detecting 
anomalies. But lie did not detect the anomaly when I point- 
(‘d out earlier in connection with an amendment of mine for 
raising three months to six months in the previous section. I 
think the answer to my motion of the Hon’ble Minister 
which satisfied tlie IToust^ ought to satisfy the House in this case also 
as fartum valid, the Select Committee having kept it as it is, 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWN END: Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta has 
right h given the rea.son wliy this should be ojiposed. The Select Com- 
mittee considered this matter ('arefully and came to the decision to leave 
this clause as originally drafted. Their reason was this: The argu- 
ment in favour of altering the other (dau.se to wliiidi Mr. Tamizuddin 
Khan has drawn attention w^as that boys might be led into various 
illegal acts for wdii(di short terms of imprisonment might be awarded; 
but this (danse deals with men wdio are already in responsible positions 
and who ought to know ludter. That is why the Select Committee left 
this provision for them to be treated differently. 1 oppose the amend- 
numt . 

Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan's motion was then jiut and lost. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I b(>g to move that in clause 4, 
after the proposed section r>4B (.7), the following be inserted, namely:— 

“dA. The Corporation may in any case for reasons to be recorded 
in writing exempt any per.son from the opiu’ation of sub-section {!).'' 

Sir, 1 do not think a long speech is required to explain the reason 
for wliich J want the insertion of this clause. My submission is — ii 
there is any case in whi(di the Corporation thinks that special power* 
should be vested in the Corporation to exempt persons from the opera- 
tion of sub-section (7), the Corporation ought to have that power and ] 
want the reasons to be recorded in writing so that the Local Govern- 
ment may satisfy themselves that the reasons given by the Corporatioi 
for such exemption are cogent ones. I do not think thaf this is in anj 
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way derogatory to the large powers of Government reserved in the 
oth«r clauses of Jhe Bill, and I commend my motion to the acceptance 
of the House. 

THi Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Government is 
not obsessed with that sense of importance as to feel it derogatory if 
this power is given to the Corporation, but it will certainly frustrate 
the object of the clause. The object of the (lause is tliat discretion 
should lie with the liocal Government and not with the (\)r]>oratiou. 
If the Corporation had not misused their powers, as is our alh'gation, 
this Bill would not have been necessary or this clause would never Imve 
been put in this Bill. So I oppose this motion. 

The motion was put and lost. 

Babu KISHOrT MOHAN CHAUDHURI: With your permission, 
Sir, I*sliould like to move the tlirce amendments 111 to lid together. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Sir, the first one 
is consequential on amendment No. 25. 

Mrt PRESIDENT: How is it conse(iuential ^ He oiiIn movi'd th<‘ 
latter portion of amendment No. 25. I think Kishori Bahu can mo\e all 
the three amendments and make one sp«‘ech on tlnun. 


Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir, I heg to move that 
in clause 4, in jnojiosed section 54B (-/), in lines 5 and (>, for the words 
and figures '‘sub-section (/)," the words ‘‘the provisions of this Act” 
be substituted. 

I also move that in clause 4, in projxised section 54B (4), in lines 0 
to 12, the words beginning witli “and thereu])on” and ending with 
“such order” be omitted. 

I further move that in clause 4, proposed section 54B be omitted. 

Sir, my objection is this: Jt is provided ^lat the Local (government 
may, of their own motion or on receipt of an application from the 
person concerned by an order in writing, exempt any person from the 
operation of this A<t. If that portion remained and the remaining 
portion were omitted, then whatever might be the thing, the Local 
Government whenever they got any application, or of its own motion 
might exempt any person from the operations of the clause. In that 
case, it may not be necessary for any person in every case to go up to 
Government for an onler and when that ordef will be passed he will 
be considered as suspended. The provision is that if the conviction 
or sentence in^respect of which any person is deemed to be dismissed 
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under sub-section (1) is set aside by a competent Court, such perse 
shall be deemed to have been suspended, and not dismissed, fro 
service from the date of his conviction until the day on which tl 
conviction or sentehce is set aside. Then the next clause runs j 
follows: “The Local Government may of their own motion ♦ or c 
receipt of an application from the person concerned by an order in writii 
exempt any person from the operation of sub-section (1) in respect of 
conviction specified in sucli order and thereupon such person shall 1 
deemed to have been suspended and not dismissed from service fro: 
the date of his (conviction until the date of such order. “ And the ne: 
clause is; “An application for exemption from the operation of sul 
section (J) may he made to the Local Government hy the convict* 
person within two months after the date of his conviction. If the lioc 
Government fail to pass final orders thereon within three months aft 
receipt of the application, such person shall be exempt from the oper 
tion of sub-section (1) and shall be deemed to have been suspended at 
not dismissed from s<^rvice from the date of his conviction. “ All thei 
things w'ill not l)e necessarv if simply it is provided that the Loc 
Government may either of their own motion or on receipt of an app] 
cation from any person concerned pass an order that he may he exempt* 
from the operation of this Act. That wull he a general ])rovision, ai 
under that anybody may approach the Government or the Local Gover; 
ment of their ow'ii motion can pass an order; so all these things may m 
be necessary, and in every case a man can approach the Governmei 
wdthin tw'o months and if any order is not passed w'itliin tliree month 
it may be considered that the order has no force. So I say all thei 
things may not be net'essary if it be ])rovided that Government may pai 
an order either of their own motion or on tlie a])plication of tlie perse 
concerned that the per.son may he exempted from the oj)eration of th 
Act. That will be (piite sufficient, and I ])ope my motion wull 1 
accepted. 


Mfi Ht P« Y. TOWN END: The first of these amendments is reali 
a consequential one, otherw ise one cannot find very much meaning in i 

As regards the second, the provision in the clause is in the intere 
of the person concerned. Such a provision is necessary, because w'ithoi 
it if any pay is given to a man w'ho is eventually acquitted, the paymei 
may be held to he illegal and, without it, he would have no claim to I 
reinstated in his post. Therefore, it has been put in in the interest < 
the person who has been convicted. 

1 must say frankly that I do not follow the arguments given b 
Kishori Babu in support of his last amendment, and therefore I am m 
in a position to explain the reasons for my opposition. 

I, however, formally oppose all the amendments. 
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The three motions of Babu Kishori Mohan Chaiidhuri were then put 
and lost. 

Mfa NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs I bep^ to ipove that in clause 4, 
in proposed section 54B (J), in line 4, for the word “two,” the word 
“six^^ be substituted. 

Sir, the clause says that an application for exemption should be made 
within two months after the date of his conviction. It may very often 
be the case that the man will then be in jail as a sentence in order to 
be a disqualification has ^ot to be three months or more. Tlierefore, 
to ask the man to apply within two months after his conviction means 
that he will have to apply from jail. It really means that he will not 
have the fatality of consulting: his friends or lawyers or other jieojile to 
make the application at all. It is like jrivinp something? with the right 
hand and taking it^away with the left. If the (lovernment really want 
to help these people to make an application, 1 take it that the jieriod of 
two months is certainly not enough. Therefore, my submission is that 
the House would be well advised to e.xteml the period from two to six 
months. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: 1 beg to move that in clause 4, 
in proposed section 0411 (•>), in line 4, for the word “two,” the word 
“three” be substituted. 

The clause runs thus: “An a})plication for exemiition from the 
operation of sub-section [ 1 ) may be made to the Jvocul Government by 
the convicted person within two months after the date of his convic- 
tion.” Two months is a very short period, and I want to make it three 
months. Ttiere may be a delay in the submission of the application on 
account of some unforeseen circumstances, and therefore, some con- 
sideration should be sliown to the convicted person. T do not think an 
extension of the time by one immth will upset the Government. It 
Government are determined not to accept any amendment, then I have 
got nothing to say. But my reijuest is very reasonable and I, there- 
fore, commend my motion to the acceptance of the House. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, 1 rise to 
oppose both these amendments. The original time was tw^o weeks, and 
it has been extended to two months by the Select Committee. More- 
over, it is in the interest of the Corporation that a decision should be 
reached as early as possible. Two months’ time is not very short as 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu seems to think, because every Monday the 
persons in jail are, I believe, allowed to write letters. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: 1 think it is once a month. 
That is what 1 think is in the Jail Code. 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


[5th Sbpt. 


Tha Hon'bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCH ROY: I am not sure, 
but I was told like that. In any case two months’ time is quite suffi- 
cient for the purpose. If he wants to get this disqualification removed, 
he can do so in two months' time. It is both in the interest of the 
person convicted as well as in the interest of the Corporation tjiat a 
decision should be reached as soon as possible without any waste of 
time. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basil’s motion being put, a division was taken 
with the following result : — 


AYES. 


All. MbuIvI Nambr. 

•ARBrJi, Rtl ■ihatfur Ktihib OhinUrB. 
tRMril, Mr. f. 

■bib. Mr. llBrBR^rB KufflBr. 

OMtiBrjBB, Mr. B. 0. 

BhBRtftiNri.BBfeB Kiiheri MoIibr. 
PbiIbIIbU, MbuIyI MullBRIRIBi. 
iliBif. Or. AmalyB RbIbb. 


Hb«hb. KbbI EriMmI. 

MBitl.Mr.R . 

MBBkBTjM, Mr. tyBRiBBrtME. 

RbI MBhUBl, MuniRirB Dth. 

Ray, Mr. IliBRti ShBl^BrMWBr. 

Ray ChtwiliBry, Baku tatitli Ohantfra. 
Ray(, Bakw HMtiil. 

Ian Bapta. Dr. Nartih Ohandra. 


NOES. 


Afial. Nawakiada Khwaia Muhammad, Khan 
Bahadur. 

Armitrani. Mr. W. L. 

Aitiwarfh, Mr. 0. B. 

Bal, Balu Ullt Kumar. 

Bal. Ral lahih larat Chandra. 

Barma, Ral lahih Panehanan. 

Blrkmyra, Mr. H. 

Bata, Mr. I. M. 

Battamlay, Mr. J. M. 

Burn, Mr. M. N. 

Chandhuri.Khan Bahadur Maulvi Allmunaman. 
Ohaudhurl, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Halliur Rahman. 
Chavdhury, Maulvi Abdul Bhanl. 

Cbtvdhury, Nall Bad! Ahmad. 

Cfhan, Mr. D 4. 

Dain, Mr. fl. R. 

Daa, Ral Bahadur Kamini Kumar. 

Edflay, Mr. N. B. A. 

ParHui, tha Han’bla Nawah K. B M., Khan 
Bahadur. 

Pawaua, Mr. k. R . 

Parfutan, Mr. R. H. 

Bhuiuavi, tha Han’Ma Albadi Nawah Bahadur 
Hr Abdalharim, at Oilduar. 

•ilahriat, Mr. R. N. 

•laddluf, Mr. D. 

Buha, Mr. P. N. 

Nacua, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Aiiaui. 

Naff. Mr. B. P. 

Ntapar, Mr. B. B. 

NaMin, Nawah Muahamf, Khaa Bahadur. 

Khan, Khaa Bahadur MauNi Muanam All. 

Khaa, Mr. Rataur Rahman. 

Mlfuira. Mr. k. T. 


Millar, Mr. 0. C. 

Mittar, tha Nan'hia lir Pravaih Chundar. 
Mittar, Mr. I. 0. 

MIttra, Baku larat Chandra. 

Momin, Khan Bahadur Muhammad Abdul. 
Nat, Ravarand B. A. 

Nandy, Maharaja Irit Chandra, at Kaaimbatar, 
Naiimuddin, tha Han'hia Mr. Khwaja. 

Niahail, Mr. C. K. 

Phllpat, Mr. N. C. V. 

Prantlca, tha Han’bla lir William. 

Quaum, Maulvi Abul. 

Rahman, Mr. A. P. 

Rahman, Mr. A. P. M. Abdur-. 

Rahman, Maulvi Aiiiur. 

Ray, Baku Amuiyadhan . 

Ray, Baku Naiandra Narayan. 

Ray Chawdhury, Mr. K. C. 

Ray, tha Han’bia lir BIJay Praaad liagh. 

Ray, Baba HarlbanM. 

Ray, Mr. lailatwar liagh. 

Ray, Mr. larat Kumar. 

Ray, Mr. I. N. 

•aadatullah, Maulvi Muhammad, 
lahaaa, Baku latya Kinkar. 

•arkar, Rai lahib Rabatl Mahan. 

•an, Mr. B. R. 

•an, Rai Bahadur BIriv Chandra. 

Ian, Rai Bahadur dagHh Chandra. 

Itavaa. Mr. J. W. R. 

Thumpaan, Mr. W. N. 

Tavuand, Mr. N. P. V. 

WaNtar. Mr. W. A. M. 

WNklaaau, Mr. N. R. 

Waadhaad, lha Nua'Ma Mr. d. A. 


The Ayes being 16 and the Noes 67, the motion was lost. 
Muniudra Deb Bai Mahasai's motion ivas then put and lost. 
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thr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg to move, that in clause 4» 
.in iiroposed section 54B (5), in line 5, for the word “conviction,” the 
words “release ^rom imprisonment” he substituted. 


Sil, my reasons for movinj' this are almo.st similar to the one that 
I have just moved and the House has rejected. But still the grounds 
are slightly different. T think that the time for applying to (Govern- 
ment ought to he counted from the date of the man’s release from 
imprisonment, because otherwise it means that the man will have to 
oases when lie is in jail. The men w ill have to apply in all 
cases when they are in jail. It may be that after he has come out of 
jail and has turned over a new* leaf and has had tw’o montlis of freedom, 
he may probably be able to give some sound reasons and show^ to the 
Government that since his release after imprisonment he is not likely to 
go back to jail undt^r those sections. 1 think he will then have better 
opportunities of convincing tlie (loverument that lie is a person who 
may be exempted w*ithout any danger to the State. In these circum- 
stances 1 think that to limit the term within wdiich to ap])ly for exemp- 
tion to the term when the applicant is bound to be in jail and not to 
allow* him sufficient time after his release to apply for such exemption 
is rather cruel. Sir, so far as I am aw’are, the object of punishment is 
to puni.sh a man for an offence that he has committed. Bui here you 
are going to add to the punishment under the punitive jirovisions of the 
Penal and other Codes by making it impossible for him to find employ- 
ment after he has been convicted and sentenced to three months or 
more. To the punishment that he has already been suffering you are 
adding the i^irther penalty that he must apply for exemption while 
wdthin the jail, that is to say, while he ha.s not yet purged out his 
offence — and it is rather too hard. 1 do not see how any man who has 
been (*onvicted and is now* undergoing imprisonment in jail can jiut 
forward any cogent reason to the Government for exempting him from 
the operation of this section. The only ground on which Government 
is likely to exempt a person is that his conduct after his release has 
been such as to merit condonation, hi other words, you say to the man 
who has been in jail that within two months of your conviction you 
must apply for exemption; that is to say, you are going to make the 
ostensible purpose of this section nugatory. It is only after the man 
has been released from jail and has been allowed to go about in liberty 
for at least one month, as the clause says, that he will probably have 
some chance of satisfying Government that it is not likely that his 
employment will be unwelcome, and that lie is a person who merits 
consideration or rather mercy at the hands of Government and is a 
person whomiay be exempted from this clause. I w^ould, therefore, 
think that instead of the word “conviction” the words “release from 
imprisonment”^ should be inserted in this section. 
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Rii Bahadur dOGESH CHANDRA SEN: Sir, may 1 crave your 
indulgence to move a short-notice amendment to my motion, that is^ 
to add the word “or’* after the word “conviction” ‘before the words 
“release from imprisonment.” May I have your permission to do so. 
Sir? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Will that be of any use? 

Rai Bahadur JOGESH CHANDRA SEN: Yes, it will be a material 
improvement on the clause. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWN END: I am afraid it would be meaningless. 
Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not think it is necessary. iTou can speak 
on Mr. Basirs motion. 


Rai Bahadur J0GE8H CHANDRA SEN: My idea is to give two 
chances to the man — one after conviction and one after Ids release from 
imprisonment — and that is wliy I consider the amendment to be 
necessary. 


Mr. PRESIDENT Well, I permit you to have your own way. In 
a matter of legislation I Imve always given ample scope to members to 
put forward their viewpoints. 


Rai Bahadur JOCESH CHANDRA SEN: I beg to move that in 
clause, 4, in j)roposed section 54B ( 6 ), in line 5, after the word “con- 
viction,” tlie word “or” be inserted before tlie words “release from 
imprisonment.” 

The convicted person should be given sufficient chance and oppor- 
tunity to file his appeal, A convicted person may be lodged in a jail 
far away from the city and he might not get proper facilities or advice 
to file his appeal before the i)roper authority and for tliis reason he 
should not lose the oi)portunity of filing his petition or appeal even after 
his release. So I propose that he should be given two chances — one, if 
he finds it convenient, he may immediately tile it after his conviction, 
and the other, if he does not find it <‘onvenient to file it immediately 
after his conviction, he may do so after his release. Both the courses 
should be open to him and by the slight alteration I have proposed, this 
object will be fulfilled, and then the section will mean that a convicted 
person may apply to the Local Government for exemption within two 
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monlliiB after the date of his conviction or release. I ^link the Hon’ble 
Minister will have no objection to accepting my amended amendment. 
If I had not amended like this, then the Hon'ble Minister might have 
argued that this clause was to the benefit of the^ convicted person as 
immadiately after his release lie may join his post, provided exemption 
is granted to him. This modest amendment I may say. Sir, would 
improve the idea behind it. 

With these few words I cominend iny motion. 


Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir. I beg to support the 
motion moved by my friend Mr. Basu. I might add that I have no 
objection to the short-notice amendment moved by Rai Bahadur Jogesh 
Chandra Sen, though I tliink that the words “after release from 
imprisonment” wo^ild he better. The difficulty is tliis, Sir. Any 
attempt to submit any representation to Government from within the 
jail is* an impossibility. Anyone who is acquainted witli jail “matters” 
— by that I do not mean to say anyone aciiuainted with jail affairs 
through imprisonment, but anyone who is ai'quainted with the adminis- 
tration of jails in the capacity of a non-official visitor or otherwise — 
knows full well that it is perfectly impossible to secure any legal help 
within the precincts of the jail or to submit any rejiresentation stating 
all the circumstances of the case of a prisoner. So, I think, Sir, that 
if any concession is to be granted to anyone, it must be reasonable. 
A man may be imprisoned for more than two months. He must submit 
his represmitation within two months, and if he does not do it, he will 
lose his appointment. So, Sir, this provi.sion is ])ra(‘tically a negation 
of the elenfentary principles of justi(*e. 1 do not think that under 
these circumstances anyone will submit any rejiresentation, and in that 
view 1 do not go against the amendment of my friend the Rai Bahadur, 
and I think that it is not proper that he^ should be allo\\ed to submit his 
representation two months after his relea.se. I think it is a very 
reasonable amendment, and I hope that the Hon’ble Sir Bijoy Prasad 
will be pleased to accept it. With the.se few words, Sir, 1 sujijiort the 
amendment of Mr. Basu. 

(The Council was then adjourned for 15^ninutes for prayer.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: Sir, the motion of 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu is so eminently reasonable that 1 feel sure 
that Government will strenuously oppose it ! All that he wants is that 
time should be given to a i>erson who has been convicted to apply for 
exemption* after his release. Until he is released, upon what materials 
are the Government going to pass the orders of exemption ? There is 
very little to go upon, except the records of the case. In that case, it 
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would hardly be jiecessar^^ for him to apply at all, inasmuch as Govern- 
ment might very well ask for the records of each case and pass the 
necessary orders. 

Now, Sir, the answer of the Hon’ble Minister to the last motion was 
that it was in tlie interest of the Corporation. The (juestion of the 
continuance or otlierwise of a man in service should not he kept in 
abeyance longer than is necessary. Well, there is a certain amount of 
anomaly wliich makes tlie whole clause, as it has been drafted and settled 
in the Select Committee, a piece of confusion, and, surely, that 
confusion will not })e worsened by the extension of time by a few months. 
Sub-clause (/) ot clause 4 provides tliat a person who has been convicted 
shall forthwith lose his post. So, the post becomes vacant. Then, 
w’ithin two months of that, lie makes an application and Government 
have three months’ time after that to make up their minds. Now, after 
these five months are passed, he may be restored 'lo his former post. 
But what is going to happen in the meantime y Are the Cor]KTation 
going to make a fresh appointment to that post or not y The Corpora- 
tion has got to make an appointment, and on what basis will that be 
madey It cannot be temporary: it can only be called an absolute 
indefeasible happening of a jiarticular contingemy. The whole thing 
will remain in abeyance for all these months. Why not a little while 
longer y It makes no difference whatsoever. Then, again, a question 
arises from tin* ])oint of view of the (’orjioration. Sujiposing such a 
person after five months — Government not having passed any orders — 
gets an automatic (‘xemjition. The result of that will lie that he will 
bc*^ deemed to liave bemi suspended and his back pay for those five months 
will have to la* paid by tlie (’orporation, and the Corj)orati,on will have 
to ])ay his Jorum trnrus also. All these anomalies najuin* consideration 
in a far greattu* detail than has been attempted. I do not think that the 
circumstances can be much worsened by a(*ce}>ting this amendment 
li^hieh in all fairness to the j>ersons ought to be accepted, because a man 
who goes to jail cannot effectively petition the (iovernment. The 
Hon’ble Minister, i)erha]).s, has still .some memories left in him of his 
law\er <lays, and he knows that when appeals from judgments are very 
often made in the High Court, petitions and grounds of appeal are 
seldom satisfactorily drawn up as the opportunities of the man who bad 
been convicted to get ( ompetent legal advice is more or less limited. 
It must ne<essarily be so. That being so, if it is really sought to 
give the person c’onvicted an opportunity of appealing to the 
Government for exemption, that opportunity can only be given after 
his release. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Sir, I beg to support my 
friend Rai Bahadur Jogesh Chandra Sen’s short-notice amendment wbick 
is a very reasonable one. To grant two months’ time ?jfter release is 
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lOt an unreasonable request. I do not find any rej^son why Government 
ihould not accept it. Government should adopt a more reasonal)le 
ittitude at least to such a reasonable request. I hope we shall not liave 
o lieur the Htereoty]>e(l reply of the Hon’ble Minisfer ihat lie opposes it 
m this occasion. Let us pause and see. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: 1 would like to deal Hist with tlie 
jhort-notice amendment of Rai Bahadur doj^esh Chandra Sen. 1 am 
ifraid, as I suggested previously to you, Sir, there is not very much 
meaning in the amendment and if either of the two amendments had to 
be accepted 1 would prefer that of Mr. Basu. If this one were accepted, 
its efiect w'ould be the same as Mr. Ba.su’s. It would provide that an 
application for exemption might be made by a man within two months 
from the date of hw release from im])risonment or witliin two months 
from after the date of liis conviction. There is not much sense in giving 
a man a choice like this. I do not think that an\ man would choose 
that the time .should count from the date of his couvii-tion and thus 
redin e the time-limit allowed t(^ him. 

AVith regard to Mr. Basil’s amendment, 1 suggest that in princijde 
this is covered by the two amendments which have just been disjiosed 
of. The proposal is that a man should be allowed, for making an 
application, two months from the date of his relea.se instead of two 
months from the date of his conviction. Mr. Basu ba.ses his a]'gunient.s 
as the mainstay for allowing an ade(|uat(‘ tinu* for making applications. 
As the minimum period of improvement is for three months, tor the 
period to be^llowed wouhl uinb'r this ])roposal be five months instead 
of tivo. The House has alread\ rejected an increase to three months 
and has also rejc'cted an incnuise to six months. Then* would be other 
cases ill which a much longer time could be avuilabh* whim a man has 
been imprisoned for more than threi* months: but all are coV(»red b_\ the 
decisions on the last two amendments. The real point is this. This 
clau.se deals with a process by which a man can force (iovernment, if he 
so chooses, to ])ass an order on his *case within a short jieriod. It a 
man chooses to apply within a given period , (iovernment will be com- 
pelled to give their decision very quickly. If be does not ajiply within 
this period, he cannot ask for an immediate decision ; but he is still able 
to apply; sub-section 4 would be used. Now in the case of anyone who 
has been guilty of any illegal action against the State, it is very 
improbable that he would get a favourable decision from Government, 
whether it w^ere two months after the date of his conviction or twni 
months after the date of his release from imprisonment. As Mr. Ba.su 
has pointed out, in any such case clause 4 will apply, but clause 5 is 
intended chiefly to cover people convicte<l of offences w^hich though 
technically coining under this Act are not intended to be operative. It 
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was mentioned by someone that there are very many menial employeea 
(7,000 in number) who once in a month get an opportunity of drawing 
their pay 


Mn NAREHDRA KUMAR BA8U: On a point of information, Sir, 
Mr. Townend says that the application of clause 5 is something different 
from the application of clause 4. I do not understand him. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: All applications do not come under 
clause 5, although they all might come under clause 4. Clause 5 refers 
to the limits within which some applications must be settled but clause 
4 does not. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Secretary does not know his 
own section. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND. When cases come under clause 4, the 
real part io whicli 1 am referring now in that clause is the phrase “of 
their own motion.” Government of their own motion deal with some 
cases. I hope matters are now clear to Mr. Basil. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Not at all clear.. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: The point is if a man lias been guilty 
of an offence wliich is intended to promote revolution and so on, he 
would not be likely to be excinsed from the operation of this section 
even if he applied three months after his release. He might apply 
to the Local Government, but it is hardly likely that within that short 
period Government would be satisfied that he has changed his mind and 
will no longer indulge in illegal activities. On the other hand, Govern- 
ment of their own motion may at any time set aside the order and thus 
make it possible for him to be employed again later. Those hard cases 
to which Mr. Basu referred can be met by clause 4, as the Local Govern- 
ment of their own motion may set aside his disqualification at any 
time. 

Dr. Sen Gupta had some difficulty as regards the position of people 
who are employed in the Corporation in the place of people who are in 
jail. He is probably not aware that under the rules which govern these 
things, it is possible to have a man “acting” in place o^ one who is on 
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leave of in any other vacancy of that sort. If a man is suspended for 
misconduct, another man is taken in to act in his place, hut he has no 
claim to a permanent appointment, so there is no ^reat difficulty. Or 
Sen Gupta’s other point was that the Corporation may have to pay twice. 
I do rit)t think that this section will prevent the Corporation from draw- 
ing up proceedings against a man who has been convicted or from 
dismissing him independently of this clause. It is only so far as this- 
section is concerned that the man would be treated as if he had been on 
suspension if he gets an order from the Local Government to that effect. 
If a man is convicted of any ordinary offence, I imagine the Corporation 
can dismiss him just as they can dismiss a man who has been guilty of 
misconduct but not convicted. There \Yould be in practice no difficulty 
in working the section and there is really no rea.son why there should 
be any change in the draft section as it stands. I think the principle 
is covered by the twft amendments already rejected and as the House has 
alread>; decided that two mouths from the date of conviction will be 
an adequate time for an application, I oppose it. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu’s motion being put, a division was taken 
with the following results : — 


AYES. 


taawji. Mr. P. 
tan. Mr. Nartatfra Kumar. 
ObalMrjM, Mr. t. 0. 
eiia««liurl. Kaku Kitliwi Makaa. 
Failullak, Maulvt Mukammal. 
aktM, Dr. Amulya Rataa. 
Hakim, Mauivi Akkul. 

Htfsf, Kali Emkaiul. 


Maiti, Mr. R. 

Maakarjat, Mr. tyamapratak. 

Ral Makaiai, Maalaira Dak. 

Ray, Mr. Ifcaati Ikakkaraiwar. 
Raut, taka Naaaal. 
laa, Rai iafcaiur 4a|aak Ckaakra. 
laa Rayta, Dr. Raraak Okaakra. 


Armatraag, Mr. W. L. 

Aakarartk, Mr. C. Q. 

■anaa, Rai taklk PaackMaa. 
tirkmyra, Mr. H. 
iatlaariay. Mr. 4. M. 

Rara, Mr. M. N. 

Rkaakkari, Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Alimaiiamaa. 
Ckaakkari, Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Haiiar 
Rakmaa. 

Rhaarkkary, Maaivi Akkal Rkaal. 

RkamktHiry. Naji Raki Akmak. 

OaRaa, Mr. 0. 4. 
t Daia.Mr.R.R. 

Dai, Ral Rakakar Kamlai Kamar. 
tigiay. Mr.R. R. A. 

Partial, tka Haa'Ma Haarak K. R. M., Kkaa 
Rakakar. 

Paaraai, Mr. L. R., 

Pargaaaa, Hr. R. M. 

ikaaatvl, tka Naa’MaAlkakI Rawak Rak a ka r 
Ur AkkaHtarIm, at Dl W aar. 


N0E8. 


RHakriat, Mr. R. H. 

Rlakkiag, Mr. D. 
v Raka, Mr. f . H. 

Hagaa. Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Aiiial, 

Mail, Mr. fl. P. 

Naapar. Mr. R. R. 

HaMla, Haarak Maakarraf, Kkaa Rakakar. 
Hasaaia, Maaivi Makammak. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Maatiam All. 
Kkaa, Mr. Raiaar Rakmaa. 

Kkaa, Maaivi Tamiiakkia. 

MIttar, tka Maa'Mf Sir Pravaak Okaakar. 

Mittar, Mr. 1. R. 

Mamia, Kkaa Rakakar Makammak AMai. 

Rag, Ravaraak R. A. 

Haaky, Makaraia Rrta Rkaakra. at Kaaimkatar.^ 
Haiimakkia, tka Haa’Ua Mr. Kkaraja. 

HiakaH, Mr. R. K. 

PkUpat, Mr. M. R. V. 

Praatiaa, tka Haa'Ma Mr WHIiam. 
faaaam, Maaivi Akal. 
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flaiiMM, Mr. A. r. 
fftliMM, Mr. A. r. M. AMiir>. 

Maft AM«lf«lliM. 

Ray, NtfMiira NartyM. 

Ray, ta« Haa'Ma tir tljay Rraiui llafk. 
Ray, RiMa HarMaaM. 

Ray, Mr. taUatirar llagli. 

Ray, Mr. iarat Kaaiar. 

Ray, Mr. t. N. 

Saaiatitlaa, Maaivi Mahaaiaiatf. 

•aliaaa, Raka latya Kiakar. 


•arfcar, Ral takik RiMI Malua. 
Raa, Mr. 1. R. 

•aa. Rai Rakaiar Mrto Rkaaira. 
ihak. Maaivi AMal HaaiW. 
ftavta, Mr. J. W. R. 

Tbaaiytaa, Mr. W. N. 

Tawaaak, Mr. H. R. V. 

Walktr, Mr. W. A. M. 

WHlUaMa. Mr. N. R. 

WaaRbaak, tka Haa’Ma Mr. J. A. 


The Ayrs boin^ 15 and Noes 60, the motion was lost. 

Kai Baliadiir Jo^esli (Miuidra Sen’s motion was then put and lost. 


The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I beg to mov 

that in clause 4, for proposed new section 54BB, the following new^ sec 
tion be substituted, namely: — • 

“54BB. The Local Government may, ]>y notification in the Cnh utti 
exclude any class of municipal appointments, or any class (» 
municipal officers or servants, sj)ecified in the notification, from th< 
oj)eration of all or any of the provisions of se(“tion odA or of section 54B 
resjiectively, tdtlier wljolly or in respect of an\ class of convictions o: 
sentences so specified.” 

It is practically tlie same as in tlie Bill; only the words ‘‘or auT 
class of nuinicij)al officers or servants” and the word ‘‘resj)ectively’ 
have been added to make the meaning more exj)licit. 


Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Sir, 1 beg to oppose tlm 
motion. I do not think that ever in this province or in any othei 
})rovince the Locjd (lovernment has shown such lack of confidence in ii 
loeal bod> . I wonder if the llon'ble Minister can find any othei 
instance where the (iovernment have tried in this way to iimh'rmine the 
prestige of a powerful (Corporation like the (ailcutta ('orj)oration. Sir, 
in this clause, or, to be more correct, in the (danse in its amended form, 
the Local (Toveriiment want to take the jiower in their own hands about 
regulating the (lass of j>cii\sons entitled to municipal apjiointments as 
well as the ( lass of municipal servants who are to be excluded from the 
operation of the diftenmt divsabilities sought to be introduced by this 
Bill. The proper course, if 1 may be permitted to say so, w'ould have 
been to leave such powers of exemption in the hands of the Corporation 
of Calcutta, because they can rightly come to a decision as regards the 
different classes of appointments in filling up which there may be diffi- 
culty if the suggestions embodied in the different clauses are strictly 
enforced. It can hardly he possible for the Local Government to come 
to a decivsion in such matters without the co-operation or representa- 
tion of tlie Coqmration. The HoiCble Minister has uot given any 
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Areaaon in support of his amendment. I do not know why he wants 
these powers in his own hands. Is it his intention to lavour any parti- 
cular class of persons? If so, he ought to he frank about it. If it 
is his intention that these disabilities should apply only to the Hindus 
of B^gal he ought to say so. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: What have the 
Hindus got to do with it? 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Mr. Ray, perhaps, did not expect tliat this 
amendment would be reached to-day. (Laughter.) I better give him 
time to prepare his speecli by adjourning the House until 3 p.m., 
to-morrow. (Renewed laughter.) 


Adjournment. 


The Council then adjourned till 3 p.m., on ednesday, llie bth 
September, 1933, at the Council House, Calcutta. 



[6th Sm*, 


tts 

Proceedings of the Bengal Legislative Council assembled under 

the provisions of the Government of India Act. 

* 

The Council met in the Council Chamber in the Council HouBe, 
Calcutta, on Wednesday, the 0th September, 1933, at 3 p.m. 


Present: 

Mr. l*resident (the Hon’ble liaja Sir Manmatha Nath Rat 
C iiAUDHUiii, KT., of Santosh), in the Chair, the four Hon’ble Members 
of the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers and lOS nominated 
and elected members. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 
(to which oral answers were given) 

Central mutisifs’ courts. 

•164. Bahu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charge of the Judicial I>epartment be pleased to state — 

(t) how many and in what places central munsifs’ courts were 
established in the province; 

(n) whether any such courts were abolished; and 

(f?V) how many are still functioning? 

(b) How many suits were instituted on the last iamadi day at tho 
end of the last Bengali year in the central munsif’s court at ComillaP 

(c) How many of such suits w’ere disposed of up to date? 

{(I) Is it a fact that some of thdse suits have been fixed for hearing 
in December, 1933, and in January and February, 1934? 

(c) Is it a fact that the object of establishing such munsifs’ courts 
in the province was to shorten the duration of litigation? 

(/) If the answer io (e) is in the negative, ,what were the objects? 

ig) Is it a fact that the system of central munsifs’ courts has the 
effect of concentration and congestion of works in a single court? 

MEMBER in charge of JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT (the HoiPMe 
Sir William Prentioe): (a){i) Central munsifs’ courts were established 
at Burdwan, ComiUa, Dacca, Chittagong and Barisal. 
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(it) The court at Barisal has been abolished, 
(tu) Four. 

(h) 14,228. 

(c\ 6,812. 

(d) No. . 

(e) Yes. 

(/) Does not arise. 

^^7) No. 


m 


Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: With refereme to (f/), is it 
not a fact that before the introduction of the Central Munsif’s Court a I 
Comilla suits were filed in six Munsifs’ Courts at the Sadar^ 


The Hon’ble 8if WILLIAM PRENTICE: I should like to have 
notice.^ 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Have Central Munsifs' Courts 
been established in other districts'' 


Tha Hon^bla 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: The hon’hle member 
mij^ht read answer (V/) (?). 

Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: What are the reasons for which 
the Central Munsif’s (/ourt was abolished at Barisal p 

The Hofl^ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am afraid I do not 
know. I must ask for notice. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: What the reasons for establish- 
ing Central Munsifs' Court in those districts only? 

The HofPble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: They were selected for 
experiment. I think the original •suggestion came from the Civil 
Justices Committee. 

Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Do not people feel inconvenience 
owing to certain courts being abolished? 

The Hon’ble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: Not that I know of. 

Babu KHETTER MOHAN RAY: Have they not petitioned the 
High Court in the matter? 

The HoiPble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am afraid I do not 
kaew« 
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Civil court commissioners. 

M65. Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Member in charj^^e of tho Judicial lJe{)artment be pleased to lay on the 
table a statement showing*, district by district — 

(/) the present number of civil court commissioners attached to 
the courts; and 

(i?) how many of them are Muslims? 

(fj) What steps, if any, do the Government intend taking* to increase 
the number of Muslim civil court commissioners? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: (a) (t) and (u) This 
information is not available. 

(/;) None, as the ap|M)intment of persons to execute commissions 
is a matter with the discretion of the courts concerned. 

Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Are not registers 
kept of rivil Courts’ Commissioners in the High Court? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: T have never been a 
District Judge. So, I cannot really give the information. 

Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Is it not a fact that 
some technical knowledge is re(juired to execute these o.mimissions? 

The Hon'ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I think it does require 
some technical (jualifications. 

Babu REM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Can anybody 
possessing the necessary technical knowledge execute the commission 
irrespective of the distinction of caste, creed or colour? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: So far as I know, any- 
body can. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: It is not a fact that there is a 
printed list published by the Government of Bengal of pleaders willing 
to execute commissions in all the districts of Bengal? 

The Hon’ble Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am informed that 
there is a list published by the High Court. 



19^,] QUESTIONS. 841 

lOian Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: it not possible 

for Mussalmans U> acquire the t(jchnieal kuowledjre necessary for this 
workP 

The Hon’Me Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I inmjriue soiiu' of them 
already have the knowledge. 


Remission of rents and cesses in Chittagong. 

•lee. Haji BADI AHMED CHOWDHURY: (a) Will the Hon’hle 
Member in charge of the Revenue Department be pleased to state — 

(?) how many applications for remission of revenue and cesses 
have be^ii suhniitted by the fnhikdttr,^ and jfttedurs to the 
. Collector, Chittagong, from .lanmirv to March. com- 

plaining against the enhancement of revenue and i esses in 
the revisional survey; and 

(??) what relief, if any, has been given to the applicants y 

(^i) If no relief has yet been given, do the (Tovernment (ontemplato 
any relief in the matter in the near future? 

MEMBER in charge of REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
Sir Provash Chunder Mitter): About d.ttoo, of whicii only ‘>2 

were stamped. The hulk of the 4,000 unstamped jietitioiis uas in a 
standardised*printed form apparently inspired by the .same jierson. 

(a) (ij) and (/>) The rate of eess for 1933-34 has been reduced. The 
question whether any remissions of rent should be granted ill he duly 
considered in Jtorui fide individual cases. 


Landlord fee establishroent of the Collectoratos. 

M67. Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY*CHOWDHURY: (e) Will 
the Hon’hle Member in charge of the Land Revenue Department be 
pleased to lay on the table a statement showing, year by y‘mr, since 
April, 1929— 

(?) what was the total amount realized in transmission fee and pro- 
cess fee in cases of transfer under the amended Bengal 
Tenancy Act; 

(li) what was the amount spent in maintaining the special staff in 
the Collertorate landlord fee establishment and in trans- 
miaaion of fees and serving of processes; 
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(uV) what WEB the amount of surplus after meeting the expendi- 
ture referred to in (ii) above; and 

{iv) how is the surplus left out of the transmission fee and process 
fee being ’dealt with? 

(6) What is the total number of clerks employed in the landlord 
fee establishment attached to the Collectorates in Bengal? 

(c) What is the scale of pay on which the clerks were employed? 

{d) Is it a fact that the clerks employed in the landlord fee estab- 
lis])nient since April, 1929, are still serving on the initial pay on which 
they were employed? 

(c) Is the Hon’ble Member aware that the employees in the land- 
lord fee establishment are of the same qualifications as those taken in 
the general Collectorate departments? , 

(/) Have not the Government formed an idea of the normal income 
and expenditure of the landlord fee department of the Collectorate by 
this time, since the Bengal Tenancy (Amendment) Act, 1928, came 
into force some 3 or 4 years ago? 

{g) If the answer to (/) is in the affirmative, why is it that the 
posts of (derks of the landlord fee establishment are not being made 
permanent yet? 

(h) Are the Government considering the desirability of taking up 
the case of increment of pay and jiermanence of posts of the said clerks 
in the near future? 

The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER; (a)' {t) A state- 
raent (A) is laid on the table. 

(u) A statement (B) is laid on the table. Tliis shows the total 
expenditure including indirect charges for transmission of fees and 
service of processes. It includes the amount in statement (C) which 
shows the pay of special staff in the Collectorates. 

{Hi) and {iv) There was no surplus except in the first year and the 
total expenditure for the four years is greater than the receipts. 

{h) The information is not readily available since the clerks are 
npj)oiuted by Collectors in accordance with a scale which depends on 
the number of cases to be dealt with. 

(c) Rupees 35 a month, 

(d) , (c) and (/) Yes. 

(g) All appointments are being made on a provisional basis at pre- 
sent, and Government consider it devsirable to have more experience 
before the question of making the staff permanent is decided. 

{h) No. 
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Statements referred to in reply to starred question Xo. 167 (a) {%) 

and (it). 

A 

(t) ToTVL AMOUNl' RKALISKl) ON ACCOUNT OF COST OF TRANSMISSION 
AND PROCESS FEKS IN CASES OF TRANSFERS UNDFJl THE 
AMENDED BeNGAL TeNANCY AcT. 



Coat of 




trans- 

Procoaa 

Total. 


miBsion. 

feos. 



R*. 

Rh. 

Rr. 

1929-30 

. . 5,29,742 

2,81,194 

8,10,936 

1930-31 

.. 4,41,149 

3,01,387 

7,42,536 

1931-32 

.. 3,81.801 

,3,07,787 

6,89,588 

1932-33 

. . 3.66.915 

3,21,320 

6,88,235^ 




29,31,295 


•Excluding expondituro in Dacca Civil Court*. 


B 

(ii) Expenditure. 



R». 

1929-30 

7,72,619 

1930-31 

8,36,217 

1931-32 

8,24,138 

1932-33 

8,07, 130^ 


32,40,104 


•Excluding exjjenditurS in Dacca civil court*. 


c 


Pat of kstahlisiiment in Collectorate only. 


1029-30 

1930- 31 

1931- 32 
f 932-33 


R«. 

40,100 

66,636 

76,686 

76,018 
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Babu 8ATI8H CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: With referenc 
to (a), how long do the Government propose to wait, for coming to j 
final decision? 


The Hoffi’ble 8ir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER; I hope it wil 
not be very long. 


Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Has the deficit to th( 
extent of Rs. 3,00,000 been met from provincial revenues? 


The Hon'ble 8ir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Yes, whatevei 
deficit there may have been, has been met from provincial revenues, 
but we are investigating the whole (luestion, and I hope to be able tc 
introduce some rearrangement by which not only the percentage will 
be reduced, but no deficit will occur. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Are the Government 
considering the desirability of amending tlie law by taking a part of 
the cost of transmission from the amount payable to the landlords? 

The Hon’blo 8ir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: That question 
does not arise. In any case, I want notice. 


Babu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: Can the Hon’ble 
Member give us items of indirect charges of transmission of fees? 

I 

The Hon^ble 8ir PROVA8H CHUNDER MITTER: I should like 
to hav(‘ notice. 1 can, liowever, indicate generally that a considerable 
portion is represented by postage transmission charges and so on, 
another portion by charges in the Registration Department and so on! 
If, however, further details are wanted, I must ask for notice. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: la it not feasible to have these 
fees transferred from the Bub-Registrar at less cost than formerly? 

The Hon’ble 8ir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Absolutely 
infeasible. 


Btbu HEM CHANDRA ROY CHOUDHURI: What is the pri^r- 

tion of registration fees on the basis of apportionment of the pay of 
Sub-Registrars ? 


The Hon>bl* Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: ,I want notice. 
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Prasidency Cemral Hospital. 

•168- Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: {a) AVill the llou ble 
Ministo in charge of the Local Self-Goverinnenf iMedii'al) Depnrfinent 
be pleased to state — 

(t) what is the total number of beds in the Medical College group 
of hospitals including cabins; and 

(li) how many of them are reserved for European males and 
females P 

(h) Is it a fact that the Presidency (ieneral Hospital is a (iovern- 
raent hospital and is exclusively meant for Europeans P 

(c) If the answer to (h) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state what are the reasons? 

(d) Is the Tlon’hle Minister aware that an Indian seriously injured 
in the Race Course was refused even first aid at the PresidencN General 
Hospital and that the poor man died on the way to the Kanibhu Nath 
Pandit Hospital? 

MINISTER in charge of LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT 
(MEDICAL) DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Sir BiJoy Prasad Singh 
Roy): (n)ii)m. 

in) 171 are reserved for Europeans and persons of Kniopean habits. 

{b) It is a Government hosjdtal : other than Euioiiean patients are 
frequently aifniitted, if their style of living is European. 

(c) It is convenient for administrative reasons that jiatients vho are 
not accustomed to a European diet should not he admitted to a hospital 
designed for Europeans: it would be difficult to supply them with food 
which they would eat; and there are many other hospitals in Calcutta 
to which they can go. 

(d) The only case of this sort fhat can be traced dates hack to 
August, 1931. On the 8th of that month the^assistant inedii-al officer of 
the Royal Calcutta Turf Club brought an injured Indian jockey to tlie 
Presidency General Hospital and requested that first aid be jiiven. 
After first aid had been given, the patient was sent on to the Samhhii 
Nath Pandit Hospital but died on the way. If it had been realised that 
he had been so seriously injured he would certainly have been admitted 
to the Presidency General Hospital as a temporary measure. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA6U: AVith reference to (h) are 
Indians, whether Hindu or Muhammadan, admitted into the Presidency 
General Hospital P 
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The Hon’bie.8ir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: There had been 
cases of such admissions. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Can we have the number of 
such cases for the last ten years? ♦ 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 

Maulvi SYED MAJID BAKSH: Is it not a fact that the same 
food is prescribed for all classes of patients in the hospital? 

(No reply was ^^iven.) 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: With reference to (d), has 
there been any case of non-admission of an Indian patient in the 
Presidency General Hospital? * 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Not under 

similar circumstances. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Who was the officer who gave 
tlie first aid to this patient? 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The staff of the 
hospital. He was a junior officer who has recently been admitted into 
the Bengal Medical Service. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Was that junitr officer on 
duty at tliat time to receive both Indian and European patients? 

The Hofi^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notice. 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Why did not the 

medical officer who gave first aid realise from tlie nature of the injuries 
tlint it was a serious case? 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It was an error 
of judgment. 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: What action have 
Government taken in the matter? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It was a case of 
rupture of the spleen and the Surgeon-General on inquiry was told 
that no one could ordinarily detect it. , 
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IM BalwdUr Or. HARIDHAN DUTT: If 179 .beds are to be 

reserved for the European population of Calcutta, what would be the 
total number of beds necessary to reserve for otlier communities in 
Calcutta P • 

• 

The HOfi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: That is not a 
question, Sir. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: With reference to (h), 
was there any case in which under similar circumstances an Indian 
was actually admitted within the last two or three years P 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, Sir, there 
were. 


Medical College group of hospitals. 

MSS. Mr. NARENORA KUMAR BASU: (a) Will the Ilon hie 
Minister in charge of the Local Self-(Iovernment (Medical) Department 
be pleased to state — 

(t) how many senior and junior honorary surgeons and physicians 
and visiting surgeons and physitians are there in the Medical 
College group of hosju’tals; 

(it) how many beds are allowed to each of the honorary’ physicians 
surgeons to each hospital separately and how many lo 
Government paid i)rofes8or8 of each subject; and 

(Hi) whether there is any register of hospital attendance for the 
visiting staff? 

(h) If the answ’er to (a) (iii) is in the affirmative, what is the average 
time devoted in the Medical College ^ji'oup of hospitals by honorary ami 
paid senior staff respectively? 

(c) What is the total number of operations^per bed done by the hono- 
rary and paid surgeons in the Eden, Eye, Prince of Wales and the old 
Medical College Hospitals respectively? 

Th^ Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: ia) L), (//), (h) 
and (c) The information is to be found in the statement laid on the 
Library table. As regards cl. (c) the total number of operations j)er- 
formed has been given. Information as to operations performed per 
bed is not available. 

(a) (iif) Ye^ 
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Mr. NAREI<(DRA KUMAR BA8US According to the statemen 
the Honorary Ophthalmist Surgeon performed 326 operations durin 
the year while in that very statement in another column his post : 
shown as vacant. How does the Hon’ble Minister reconcile it? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It may be 

misprint. I am not quite sure. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You may then ask for notice. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I want notic< 


UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(aiuwert to which were laid on the table) 

Local commissions issued by Pirojpur civil courts. 

SS. Babu LALIT KUMAR BAL: (a) Will the Hon’ble Membc 
ill charge of the Judicial Department be jileased to lay on the table 
statement showing sejiarately, for each year beginning from Januar^i 
1931— 

(i) the number of commissions (excepting those appointed by tli 

District Judge), local inquiries and investigations issued h 
the munsif in charge of the Pirojpur civil coults; 

(ii) the number of such commissions, local inquiries and investigt 

tions (in which a])poiutment of commissioners was made b 
the munsif himself) given to tlie caste-Hindu, Muhammada 
and dejiressed class pleaders respectively with names an 
number of commissions, etc., given to each of them; 

(m) in how many suits, plead:;r8 were appointed guards an~ad~lit€', 
by the said munsif from January, 1931 to June, 1933; an 

(tv) how many caste-Hindu, Muhammadan and depressed clai 
pleaders were appointed guardiun-addiiem in the said sui 
with names and number in which each of them was i 
appointed P 

(h) Is it a fact that most of the commissions and appointments i 
gtianlian-ad^litem are given to Babu Haralal Mukherjee and Bab 
Biinj Mohan Diitta, «.l,, Pleaders, Pirojpur Bar? 

(c) If the answer to (6) is in the affirmative, what are the reasoi 
for the preferential treatment? 
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m Hoii»We Sir WILLIAM PRENTICE: {a) The lijrures aro as 

follows: — 


(»•) 

1931 


.. . 17 



1932 


46 



1933 


13 


{»«■) 


Caste 

Muham. 

Dej)ro88cd 



Hindu. 

madan. 

class 





Hindu. 


1931 

.. 15 

2 



1932 

.. 37 

9 



1933 

9 

4 


(m) 

mi 


247 



1932 

• • 

291 



1933 


112 


(tir) 


C'astc 

Muham- 

l)e]»rossod 



Hindu. 

madan. 

class. 



Cases. 

( ’ases. 

C’asos. 


1931 

. . 30—154 

9—61 

6-32 


1932 

. . 26—151 

10-110 

6 - 30 


1933 

.. 17—63 

10—38 

5—11 


(b) No. 

(c) This 4oes not arise. 


Recruitment of Muhammadans to Educational Services. 

66. Mauivi AZIZUR RAHMAN: (a) AV'ill the Ilon'hle Minister 
in charge of the Education Deijartn^nt he pleased to lay a statement 
on the table showing — 

• 

(i) the total number of officers serving now in the teaching branch 
in Government High, Normal, and Middle schools of this 
province in each of the following grades of the Educatioj) 
Service : — 


(I) Rs. 250-800 B. E. S. 

(II) Rs. 150-250 S. E. S. 

(III) 'R5. 75—200 S. E. S. 


(ii) the nujiber of Muhammadan officers under each head? 
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(b) What steps are being taken for securing an adequate number 
of Muhammadan officers in each of the said grades ^f the Education 
Service ? 

(c) What are the rules followed for the recruitment of assistant 
head-masters in Government High schools and assistant superintendents 
in Normal schools? 

(d) How do the Government satisfy themselves that those rules are 
being actually followed in practice as regards the two superior classes 
of posts? 

(c) Are the Goveniment (ionsidering the desirability of notifying in 
the Calcutta Gazette all appointments and transfers made in the 
Sulxirdinate Educational Service as used to be done l)efore? 


MINISTER in charge of EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (the 
HOfl’ble Mr. Khwaja Nazimuddin): (//) A statement is laid on the 
table. 

{h) In accordance with rules laid down hy (Toveriiment in 192G, one 
in every three dir(M*t appointments to hea<l-masters]nps included in the 
Bengal Educational Service is given to a Moslem, provided that a can- 
didate possessing the requisite qualifications is available; similarly 
45 per cent, of direct appointments to assistant head-masterships on 
Rs, 150 — 250 and to assistant masterships on Ks. 75 — 200 in the 
Subordinate Educational Ser\uce are given to Moslems. 

(c) A panel of qualified teachers is maintained by the Director of 
Public Instruction, and on the occurrence of a vacancy, permanent or 
acting, for over six months, the .Director selects an officer from this 
panel. The Director is authorised to appoint not more than one 
assistant head-master by direct recruitment each year. 

{d) Government themselves make the appointments in the Bengal 
Educational Service; as regards the Subordinate Educational Service 
appointments the Director of Public Instruction submits a return 
annually. 

(e) No. The practice was finally discontinued in 1923, as it involved 
considerable expense without securing any corresponding advantages, 
and Government do not propose to revive it. 
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Statement referred to in, the reply to anstarred queftion No. 66 (a) 
showing the toM number of officers serving fwir in the teaching 
branch in Government High, Normal and Midtile schools, and the 
number of Muhammadan officers under each head. 


Class of schools. 

Bengal Educational 
Service. 

Scale Rs. 150-10 - 
250. 

Scale lis. 75 — 6 — 
200. 

Total 

number 

of 

officers. 

Number 

of 

Moslems. 

Total 

number 

of 

officers. 

Number 

of 

Moslems. 

Total 

numl)or 

of 

oflicors. 

N\iml>er 

of 

Moslems. 

High schools 

41 

11 

42 

9 

:u9 

126 

Normal schools 

5 



I 

4 

2 

Middle schools 

. .• 




4 

4 

Total 

46 

11 

47 

10 

327 

132 


Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERill: Are uppointmcnts 
made accordiup: to seniority? 


The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: So fur »s promotions 
are r'oncerned, they are on the basis of seniority and jnerit. 


Librarians. 

67. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: (a) Will the llon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Education Department he pleased to lay on 
the table a statement showing the name, ac4idemic qualifications, nature 
of professional training in librurianship, grade and date of appoint- 
ment of the librarians and assistantj^ in various (ioveniment College 
and Teachers’ Training Scliool Libraries in the province? 

(b) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state — 

(i) whether the librarians in the Government service are allowed (o 
attend librarj" training classes and librarj' conferences; and 

(u) whether the librarians are joining the next All-India Library 
Conference to be opened by the Educational Commissioner 
to the Government of India at Calcutta in September next? 

(c) If the answer to {h) (it) is in the affirmative, how many 
librarians are joining from mufassal colleges? 
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{d) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state whether books 
library economy, including: books on classification and catalogruing and 
circulation work and library journals, are stocked' in Government 
Gollege and School. Libraries? 

(e) If the answer to (d) is in the negative, are the Government coil- 
sidering the desirability of issuing instructions to impress upon the 
librarians the desirability of adopting modern library methods for 
improving the academic standard? 

The Hen’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) A statement is 
laid on the table. There are no posts of librarians in Teachers’ Train- 
ing Schools. 

(b) (t) No librarians have been deputed to attend library training 
classes and no requests to attend library conferences have been 
received. 

(ii) Circulars have been issued to Government educational institu- 
tions drawing their attention to the desirability of their librarians 
attending the All-India Tdbrary Conference to be held at Calcutta in 
September. 

(r) Government regret that the information is not available. 

id) kxi inquiry is being made. 

(<?) Does not arise. 


Statement of Librarians and Assistayit TAhrarinn-s in Government 
Colleges referred to in danse (a) of nnstarred question Xo. f)7. 


■Serial 

No. 

Name and porting . 

Grade of service and 
date of appointment. 

Educational qualifl- 
cations of the 
incumbents. 

SiKTlal training, If any. 



Rs. 



1 

Babu Ookul Nath T)har, 
Librarian, Proaldoncy 
CoMege, Calcutta. 

12!>— l.'iO— 10— 200 
from Ist July. 1009. 

B.A Bead up to M. A. 

Obtained his first train- 
ing in Library work 
In the Imperial Lib- 
rary, then In the 
.Asiatic Society of 
Bengal where he was 
a temporary Assis- 
tant Librarian for one 
year. 

2 

Maulvl A.M.F. Wahhab, 
Ubrarian. Calcutta 
Madrasah. 

125—5—150 
from 4th April, 1903. 

F.A. Failed D.A. .. 

Received special train- 
ing In Library work 
under the direct sup- 
ervision of Sir E. 
Denison Boss. 

^3 

Bai>u Upendra Kumar 
Bom, librarian, 

Sanskrit College. 

125—5—160 
from 21st July, 1002. 

Bead up to F.A. 
Passed oral exami- 
nation In know- 
ledge of EngUsh 
kUoms aiMl pronun- 
ciation prescribed 
by Edaeatlon De- 
partment, Bengal. 

Nil. 


*On leATe. Baba Satindra Komar Kukherjl, M.A., officiating. 
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Seitel 

No. 

Nome and poking. 

1 

Grade of service and 
date of appointment. 

Educational qualifl- 
eaUons of the 
incumbents. 

1 

Special training. If any. 



Rs 

• 


H 

Manlvi Abdur Eahraan, 
Librarian, Islarala 
College. 

100—5—150 
from 18th September, 
1923 

M.A. Class II. In both 
Arable and Persian 
Passed Final Mad- 
rasah Examination 
(1st class). 

Nil. 

5 

Babu Nagendra Nath 
Chandhtui. Librarian. 
Kriahnagar College. 

80—4—120 
from Uth August, 

lUdlb 

B.A. . . 

Nil. 

0 

Babti Srigopal Banerji, 
Librarian, HooghJy 
College . 

80—4—120 
from 22n(l July, 1020. 

B.A. . . 

Ml. 

7 

Mauivi Abdul Wajed, 
Liiirarian, Chittagong 
College. 

80—4—120 
from 1st June, 1932. 

n.A. .. 

Not known 

e 

Babu Kalipada Bhatta- 
, rharjl, Librarian, 

Rajehaiil College. 

80—4—120 
from 1st .August, 1920 

B.A. (Ist class Hon- 
ours In Sanskrit). 
M.A., class I, In 
Sanskrit, Group I. 
1st class Kavya- 
tlrtha and 2nd 
class Vyakarantir- 
tha. 

Ml 

0 

Baiui Nagendra Natli 
Sen. Librarian, Bengal 
Rnglneering College. 

75—5—100 
from 20th November, 
1912. 

Failed Entrance 

Nil. 

10 

Babu I’pendra Chandra 
Dai, Librarian, Dacca 
Intermediate College. 

75— .'J— 100 
from 2l8t Jul.v, 1020. 

B A . 

Worked as Librarian 
for ai>out 6 years in a 
public Library pre- 
vious to his present 
appfdntment In 1920. 

11 

Babu Paresh Chandra 
Mukherji, I.liirarian, 
Bethune College 

7.5 -.5—100 
from 2nd .luly, 1924 

BA. .. 

Ml. 

tl2 

Mauivi Mubamniad San- 
aullah, Library Clerk, 
Dacca Dlamlc Inter- 
mediate College. 

7.5- .5 -100 
from 2nd January, 
1929. 

Passed Honours 

course of Dacca 
University in Isla- 
mlo Studies, but 
failed to obtain the 
degree. 

1 

Ml 

i 

13 1 

Mauivi Syed All Akhtar, 
Awiitant Librarian, 
Presidency College. 

40—40— 45— 5/2— 70 
(efficiency bar) — 5/2 
100 from 29th Sep- 
tember, 1915. 

Read up to I. A. 
Knows Persian and 
Urdu and also Tyi*- 
writing. 

Specially trained in the 
Irarx’rlal Library for 
A months in 1925 
under Mr. Chapman. 

14 

Babu Paresh Nath Pal, 
Aasiitant Librarian, 
Presidency College. 

40—100 • 

from 4th May, 1928. 

B.Sc. . . 

• 

Nil, except for the 
training received 

from the present 
Librarian of Presi- 
dency College. 

15 

Mauivi Mr. Ismail 
Hoeeain, Assistant 
Librarian, Presidency 
College. 

40-100 1 

from 30th January’, 
19.30. 

B.A. .. 

Ditto. 

16 

Babu Niradanga Bhat- 
tacharjl, Assistant 
Librarian, Sanskrit 
College. 

40—85 

from 20th July, 1929. 

B.A. Passed the 
first Kumlnatlon 
in Kavyaand Veda. 

Nil. 

17 

i 

BabuMatflal Chandhuri, , 
Assistant Librarian, 
Bajshabl College. j 

85—80 

from 7th January, 
1915. 

Bead up to I.A. . , 

NU. 


^ fOn dflontatlon ai Lecturer, Ttlamle Intermediate CoUeoe, Daoca, ICanlvl A. F. K. Abdul Majid 
MX, in Anbic (8rd cIom), AUgorii Unlreiitty, olBclat^. 
tOadotfaig trom tnd Joniury, 1020. 

23 


t 
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Serial 

Hq. 

Name and poetlng. 

Grade of service and 
date of appointment. 

Educational quidlfl- 
cations of the 
inenmhenta. * 

Special training, if any. 


t 

Rs. 



18 

Babu Sualill Kumar 
Nundy, Librarian and 
Draftsman, Ahaanul- 
!ah School of Engin- 
eering, Dacca. 

60 (fixed) from 7th 
Au^t, 1924 (but a 
scale of Es. 60 — 5/2 
— 100 has been admin- 
istratively sanctioned 
by Government). 

Passed Ixjwer Sub- 
ordinate Exami- 
nation in the higher 
division and Upper 
Subordinate Exa- 
mination in the 1st 
division of the Over- 
seer Examination 
Board. 

Nil. ^ 

19 

Maulvl Muhammad 

Nural Huda Khan. 
AaaUtant Clerk and 
Librarian, David Hare 
Training College. 

^^^26th July, 1928. 

I.A. in Islamic 
Studies. 

Not known. 


MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Bo not Government think it 
desirable to have trained Librarians in the Teachers' Training Schools? 

The Hon’ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: No, it is not 

necessary. 


MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Do noi the Government 
think it desirable tliat Librarians should have training in modern 
library science? 

The Hon^ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: 1 have already 
answered this question before. 

Babu 8ATYA KINKAR 8AHANA: Have llie Government 
Librarians been informed that if they intend to attend the Library 
Conference, their re(|uest would be entertained? 

Tha Hoil^ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: We have already 
informed them that they can attend. 


Motor boat ‘‘Kandari” plying between Narail and Nowpanu 

68. Mr. C. R. 8UMNK|y (a) Is the Hon'ble Member in charge 
of the Marine Department ait^re that a motor boat named “KandarF* 
plying l)etween Narail and Nowpara in Bengal obtained a certificate 
permitting 40 passengers for short journeys by daylight, and 30 pas- 
sengers if she runs up to hot^s? 

(b) Is it a fact tha^^H **Kaadari^' on the 26th dune, 1933, had 
72 passengers on board at Narail? 
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|e) I» it a fact that on arrival at Bupgunge at 2-«‘K) p.m. on that 
daj’ it engaged 5 country l)oat and loadeil 23 passengers in the boat 
which was then k)wed by the ‘^Kandai-i*’ ? 

(d) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to sjlate what provisions 
are there for inspection and prosecution for the carrying ot passengers 
in excess of the numln'r iH^nnitted by the certificate!^ 


MEMBER in charge of MARINE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble 
Mr. J. A. Woodhead): (o), (b) and (c) Government liave no intonna- 
tion, but inquiries are being made. 

(J) The enforcement of the law is entrusted to the district 
authorities. 


ifegistrar, Joint Stock Companies. 

69. Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: {a) Will the 
Hon’ble Member in charge of the Commerce Department b(‘ pleased 
to state— 

(t) the names and (jualificatioiis of the candidates interviewed by 
the Bengal Selection Board in connection with the recent 
appointment to the |)ost of Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies ; and 

(it) the basis on which the fitness of the candidates was judged? 

(b) Did Uie Selection Boiinl examine the candidates to judge their 
fitness for the post? 

(c) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to lay on the table a copy 
of the report of the Selection Board? 

(d) Is it a fact that a sub-committee was appointed to interview 
the candidates? 

(e) If the answer to (d) is in the affirmative, will the Hon^ble 

Member lie pleased to state the names of the memliers of the sub- 
committee ? • 

(/) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state whether the Selec- 
tion Board made independent inquiries as to the professional status, 
experience and knowledge of the candidates? 

(g) If the an.swer to (/) is in the negative, to what extent did the 
Selection Board rely on the report of the sub-committee ? 

(h) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state the difference 
. between the status of a chartered accountant, an incorporated account- 
ant and a G. D. A. ? 
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(i) Is not a G. D. A. much inferior in academic qualification to 
a chartered accountant? 

(j) What in the qualification of the gentleman recently appointed 
to the post of Itegistrar of Joint Stock Companies ? 

(k) Will the Hon’ble Member be pleased to state whether, there 
was any Muhammadan among the candidates for the post interviewed^ 
by the Selection Board: 

(l) If the answer to (k) is in the affirmative — 

(?) was he not fully (lualified for appointment to the post; 

(ii) was his academic qualification superior to that of the gentle- 
man appointed to the post; and 

(ni) why was the superior claim of a Muhammadan not entertained 
in accordance with the declared policy of Government in 
the matter of Muslim appointment? « 


MEMBER in charge of COMMERCE DEPARTMENT (the Hon’bic 
Mr. J. A. Woedhead): (a)(i) The names are: — 

Mr. N. K. Majumdar. 

Mr. S. 0. Allridge. 

Mr. S. Zaman. 


A statement of qualifications is laid on the table. 

(a) (it), (h), (c), (/) and (/;) Govejnment are not prepared to give 
this information, as the ]>roceedings of the Board are coilfideiitial. 

{(I) A sub-committee was api)ointed to make a preliminary selection. 

(c) (1) Mr. 11. .1. Twynam, i.r.s.. Officiating Commissioner, Presi- 
dency Division, and nieml)er of the Selection Board. (2) Mr. K. N. 
Gilchrist, Joint Secretary to Goveniment , (’ommerce Deiwutment. 
(.‘D Mr. H. n. Burn, m. and (4) Mr. M. N. Mukherji, members 
of the Indian Accountancy Board. ^ 

(//) and (i) The main qualification prescribed for the post was that 
candidates should i)ossewS8 ‘such qualifications as render them eligible 
for enrolment on the Register of Accountants, as laid down in the 
Indian Companies (Amendment) Act, 1930, and in the Auditors Certifi- 
cates Rules, 1932. All the three qualifications mentioned entitle 
fxersons to be enrolled (under certain conditions) on the Register of 
Accountants. 

(j) TiV/p the statement laid on the table. 

(k) Yes. 

(l) (i) He possewssed the necessary qualifications 
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(u) Vif/e the statement laid on the table. 

(tit) The mos\ suitable candidate was apjx)iiitcd. The question of 
communal proportions does not arise when •there is only ono 
appointment. 


^tatemejU referred to in the reply to clause (a) (i) of unstarred 
question No. 69. 

I. Qualifications of tiff candidate appointed to the post of 
Rfgistrar of Joint Stock Companies, Bengal. 

Mr. ?^(irrti(ha Kuninr Majumdar. 

Academic and professional — 

(rt) Passed M.A. in Pure Matliematics, First in Class I, Gold 
Medalist. 

(h) Passed Part I and Section A of Part II of the Kxjnninutions 
of the Institute of Actuaries, Ixmdon. 

(c) Passed G.D.A. Examination in 1921. 

{d) Granted Auditor’s certificate by Government in 1920. 

(e) Enrolled on the Pep*ister of Accountants (Government of India). 

Experience — 

(a) Lectu\i^*r, Post-graduate Classes, Calcutta ITniversity — 

(1) Pure Mathematics, 1918. 

(2) Ancient Indian Astronomy, and Mathematics^ 1918. 

(8) Accountancy and Auditing in Commerce, 1922-33. 

(b) Examiner and Paper-Setter of the Calcutta ITniversity in 

M.A., M.Sc., B.A., B. Sc., *11. Com., and other examinations 
in Mathematics, Accountancy and Auditing since 1914. 

(r) Ivecturer from 1924-81, in Accountancy and Auditing, G.D.A. 
Classes, Government Commercial Institute, (.alcutta. 

(d) In continuous practice as an Auditor from 1920. 

II. Qualifications of other candidates selected. 

Mr. S. O. Allridge. 

Professional — 


An Incorporated Accountant. 
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Experience — 

Served (1) as an Assistant for seven years to Messrs. Lovelock and 
Lewes, Chaptered Accountants, Calcutta, (2) as Accountant to 
Messrs. Cooper Allen and Company, Cawnpore. 

For some time lecturer in Accountancy and Auditing at the 
Government Commercial Institute, Calcutta. 


Mr. S. Zaman. 

Academic and professional — 

(a) B.A. (Economics), Calcutta, in 1921. 

(h) B.Oom. (London), 1925. * 

(r) Served articles for five years with Messrs. Joseph Stones and 
Company, Chartered Accountants, in London. 

(d) Passed the Final Examination of the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants, liondon, in 1927. 

Experience — 

(a) Practised under the firm name of S. Zaman and Company, 
(Chartered Accountants, in Calcutta and Kangoon, for about 
four years. 

(5) T^ecturer, (Government of Burma Accountancy Institute, 
Rang(H)ii, for 8 months from August, 1980, to«March, 1931. 

(c) Examiner in various commercial subjec ts in Calcutta 

University, 1931-32. 

Khan Bahackir MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: With reference 
to my question (/), lias not a chartered accountant superior qualifica- 
tions than a G.D.A.? * 

The Hon’bie Mr. J. A.VOODHEAD: That is a question of opinion. 

Mr. p. N. CUHA: Could the Hon’bie Member give us an idea of 
the age of Mr. Mazumdar and Mr. Zaman, respectively? 

Tho Hon'bl^ Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: I am not certain. But I 
think Mr. Mazumdar is several years’ older than Mr. Zaman. 


Mr. P. M. CUHA: Did Mr. Zaman ever occupy any responsible 
position anywhere? i 
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lhl0 Hon^ble Mr. A. WOODHEAD: The information will be 
found in the statement. Mr. Zaman practised under \he firm name of 
S. Zaman and Company, Chartered Accountants, in Calcutta and 
Bangoon for about four years; he was a Lec'turer in the Government 
of Bnyma Accountancy Institute, Rangoon, for 8 months and he was 
Examiner in various commercial subjects in Calcutta University in 
1931-32. That is the only information I possess. 

KhOfl Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: With reference 
to answer (m), if question of communal proportions does not arise, 
is a Moslem debarred from appt>iiitment ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: Certainly not. Mr. Zuman’s 
name was in the short list, vide my reply to (a)(i). 


Office of the Registrar, doint Stock Companies. 

70. Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Will the 
Ilon^ble Member in charge of the Commerce Department be pleased to 
lay on the table a stataimMit showing the number of — 

(i) gazetted officers; 

(n) non-gazetted officers and ministerial officers; and 
(m) menials 

at present employed in the office of Registrar of Joint Stock Com- 
panies, Bengal, with the percentage of Mussulmans under each 
category ? 

The Hon’ble Mr. J. A. WOODHEAD: U), (li) and (///) A state- 
ment is laid on the table. 

Statement referred to in the reply to unstarred question No, 70f show- 
ing the numhcr of gazetted officers, non-gazeffed officers and 
ministerial officers, and menials in the office of the Registrar of 
Joint Stock Companies, Bengal. 

Total Porcentago of 
number. Muhammadans. 

(i) Oaaotted officers .. .. .. ^ 

(ii) Non-gazetted officerM and miniMtorial offieorn (in- 15 ’ 7 

eluding 4 t6m|>orary handn), 

(iii) Menials ^ . . . . . . . . 5 20 
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LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 

GOVERNMENT BILL. 

The Calcutta Municipai (Amendment) Bill, 1933. 

Clause 4. 

The discussion on clause 4 was resumed, ^r. Shanti Shekhareswar 
Kay continued with his speech of the previous day. 

Mr, SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY: Sir, as I was saying 
yesterday, the Hon ’hie Minister has given us no reasons as to wh\" he 
wants that power. We have already given the Local Government the 
power to sanction the a])pointment of individuals who may be otherwise 
disqualified according to the provisions of this Bilf. The only reason 
that appears to me is the unmerited su8j)icion on the jtarl the 
Government of tlm fairness and sense of duty on the part of the 
Corporation of Calcutta. From the materials placed Ijcfore us, we 
think that this attitude can in no way he justified. In the past, s<» far 
as appointments are concerned, the Corporation of Calcutta never defied 
(government in any matter, and so tliere can he no justification for 
interfering with the power of a local body like the Corporation of 
(hilcutta in a matter of this kind. If you go on interfering in such 
small matters, then what will happen is this: what you give w'ith one 
hand you take away wdth the other. You cannot instil a sense of 
responsibility by such restricttions which you want to impose on the 
Corporation (d' Calcutta, 1 liope that unless Government ^ an advance 
any reasons in suppc>rt of their motion, the House will not give them 
such wide i)()wers that may cause only irritation and nothing else. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, in rising to oppose this 
amendment, I have firstly to repeat what 1 have already said several 
times in this House that speaking for myself I am not willing to give 
more po\Ners, more blank powers* to the executive than is strictly 
necessary. Then with regard to the motion moved by the Hon’ble 
Minister, speaking for mV.self 1 do not profess to understand the 
meaning of it. 

The Hoti’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, may 1 
suggest that instead of wasting the time of the Council, he can move 
his own amendment in this connection. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, I do protest against such 
a remark from even the Hon'ble Minister. He has no business to say 
that I am w^asting the time of the Council. I am certainly within my 
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rigKft to oppose any silly amendment, and wliether I am wasting the 
time of the Council is not a matter for the (><»verument or for the 
Hon^ble Minister* but for the Chair to decide. I say that the amend- 
ment is one of the silliest amendments you can ^hink of. 1 do not 
know who is respouvsible for this amendment, nor whether the drafting 
was done by the Hon’ble Minister or Mr. Townend or by Sir Bijoy 
Prasad Singh Roy. I do not understand what the Local Government 
mean by saying that the Local Government may, by notification in the 
Calcutta Gazette, exclude any class of municipal officers or servants 
from the operation of all or any of the provisions of certain sections of 
the Act. I submit it is neither English nor common sense nor even 
local self-government logic. I can understand excluding any class of 
municipal appointments. But what does this mean? 1 fail to under- 
stand the meaning of it unless it is the uish of the Government to 
exclude certain officers by reason of their caste or creed. I ask the 
House to reject the^aiueiulment with contempt. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: Two points have been urged against 
this amendment. The first is by Mr. Ray that we can trust tlu" 
Corporation to make their own appointments. That is an argiiimuit 
against the whole principle of the Bill. It is not an argaiment against 
this individual clause. The object of this clause is to nu'ct certain 
difficulties to which attention was drawn by ('ertain members of the 
Select Committee. They said that the menials when they get their pay 
enjoy themselves in the way to be expected of menials, that they may 
get themselves involved in cases leading to their imprisonment, and 
that also it would be very awkward in making appt)int meats oi menials 
if they had to give a lot of details in writing, and it might embarrass 
the Corporation. The House will remember that the Corporation 
refused to assist the Select Committee with advice us to practical 
difficulties that might arise in working these clauses, but the Select 
Committee did its best to anticipate any sucli difficulties and to meet 
them. This clause has been deliberately inserted with this specific 
purpose. • 

I do not know really whether I need refer to Mr. Basu s remarks 
about drafting. But I may say that tiie drafting is neither by me nor 
by the Hon’ble Minister. It was done by the department concerned. 
I understand, however, that the objection to the clause as it stands in 
the Bill is with regard to the word “appointments” which really 
covers the act of appointing a person and might be held not to cover 
individual officers or servants ; that is why this change has been made. 


Dr- NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, the explanation of 
Mr. Townend makes me more puzzled than ever. By adding * any 
class of municipal officers or .servants,” does he mean all individual 
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cases of officers and menials? Then, again, he thinks that municipal 
appointments would not cover the case of dismissal under one of the 
previous clauses. Therefore, if any class of municipal appointments 
are excluded, the dismissals would not be covered, and so this clause 
has been brought in to say that the Local Government may exclude 
any class of municipal officers or servants. I could not exactly follow 
what he meant. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: May I explain that I did not mention 
anything about dismissal? 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Then I must have heard 
him wrongly. So far as the meaning to be attaclied to the words ‘^any 
class of municipal officers or servants” is concerned, we are not wiser 
than we were before. Mr. Townend lias referred to the case, for 
instani;e, of menial servants who may be generally excduded, by an 
order of the Government. But I do not see why they cannot be 
excluded nnder this clause as it stands. I am saying these things in 
all inijoceiu’e without any motive whatsoever. I do not understand 
what the object or purpose of this amendment is. 

Mr. 8YAMAPR08AD MOOKERJEE: Sir. 1 do not want to make 
a speech on tlio merits of this amendment. Mr. Townend should, 
however, explain to tlie House wliat tlie differeiici' is between the 
clause as it stands in the Bill and the amendment as proposed by 
Government. AVe find in the Select Committee’s report that it is 
proposed to (‘xclude any class of municipal appointment's which may 
be specified in the notification. AA’^hen we come to the amendment we 
find the wording is tlie same except the addition of a few words, viz., 
any class of municipal officers and servants.” It is difficult for us to 
imagine that there may be any class of municipal officers or servants 
who do not liold municipal appointments. What is the necessity of 
the addition of these words, unless as Mr. Basil states, it is to exempt 
certain officers by reason of theii* laste, creed or colour? 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: I am extremely sorry not to have made 
this point clear. I am not a lawyer, and I myself thought that the 
wording wms all right as it stood in the draft Bill. In fact, I read it 
in the same sense as my friends opposite. But the fact is that the 
word ‘‘appointments” was inserted primarily with reference to section 
r)4A which lays down that no person shall be appointed as a municipal 
officer and so on; the idea w^as that the word '‘appointments” would 
refer to the act of appointing a person as municipal officer or servant. 
Later, the clause was made to refer also to section 54B which deals 
with people who are already in the employment of the Corporation, 
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We ere advised that if there is a question of a new eppoiutmeut, the 
woi^ “municipal appointments” would come in, and if there is a 
question of dealing; with a class of people who are already in the 
employ, the other words “class of municipal officei^ or servants” would 

apply.* 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, Mr. Townend 
explained the clause by referring to dismissal from service as provided 
in section 54B. But when I referred to it, he wanted to correct me 
by saying that it did not refer to dismissal from servii'e. 

Mr* H. Pi Vt TOWNEND: 1 did not mention “dismissal.” What 
I said was that the clause also referred to sei tion 0411. 

The Hon’ble Sfr Bijoy Prasad Singh Boy’s motion was then put 
and a. division taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


Atitl. Nawtkuia Kkwaja MvliiRimik, Kktn 
■aliAkHr. 

Atkwtrtk. Mr. C. «. 
tal, ttkH Ulit KHmtr. 

■•I, RaI kikik Btrti Okandrt. 

■iMrJI, RaI tAkAlur KtikAk OkARkrA. 

RArMA, RaI lAklk RAnekARAR. 

•irkRiyrt, Mr. H. 

BettAiRlty, Mr. J. M. 

CkAwAktry, HaJI BaA) AhRitA. 

OokAH, Mr. D. 4 . 

Das, RaI BAkAlur SAmiRi KiiRtcr. 

EAflAy, Mr. N. Q. A. 

EHiMfJI, MAHlvi Nar RaAriar KkAR. 

PArAAHi, lk« HfR*M« NAWAk K. «. M., KkAR 

BAkAiAr. 

Pawcai, Mr. L. R. 
ftrfmtR, Mr. R. N. 

BkAAAAvl, tk« Har’IIa AlkAlJ HAWAk BAkAiHr 
tlr AkAtlkArlHi, of DilAuAr. 

Bilekrtil, Mr. R. R. 

BiAiAiRl. Mr. D. 

BlkA, BAkA PrtfAllA KARIAr. 

•AkA, Mr. R. N. 

Haraa, KkAR BAkAkAr MaaItI AiIiaI. 

Nni> Mr. B. R. 

MMptr, Mr. B. B. 

NasaIr, HAWAk MAAkArrAt, KkAR BAkAlAr. 

HAAIAiA, MAAIvI MAkAAIAIAk. 

NAAIAiR. MAAivi UtAfAt. 


KkAR. KkAR BAkAiAr MaaIvI Maueari All. 
MAfAirA. Mr. L T. 

Mlllfr. Mr. 0. 0. 

MiUAr, tkA HAR'kiA tlr RrAVAik OkARtAr. 
MittAr, Mr. t. 0. 

MiitrA, BAkA tArAt OkARtrA. 

MariIr, KkAR BAkAdAr MAkARiniAd AkdAl. 
MAtiiek, Mr. MAkHRda BAkAry. 

Nai. RAVArARd B. A. 

NAilRiAddin, tkA HAR’kiA Mr. KkwAjA. 
NiekAll, Mr. 0. K. 

RkllyAt. Mr. N. 0. V. 

RrARtlAA, tkA NAR'kiA lir WllilARi. 

Qaamri, MaaIvI AkAl. 

RAkRiAR. Mr. A. r. 

I RAkHiAfl, Mr. A. r. M. AkdAr*. 

RAy, BAkA KkAttAr MAkAR. 

I RAy Okf wdkAry, BrAa lAtiik CkARdrA. 

Rty, tkA HiA'klA lir BijAy RrAiAd liRfk. 
Roy, Mr. tAllAiWAr liR|k, 

Ray, Mr. tArAt KuRiAr. 

^ RAy, Mr.t. N. 

lAkARA, BAkA lAtyA KiRkAr. 
tArkAr. RaI tAklk RAkAti MaAar. 

Bar. Mr.«. R. 

Bar, RaI BAkAdur Birii CkARdrA. 
lARiRAr, Mr. C. R. 

TAWRARd, Mr. N. R. V. 

WilkiRfAR. Mr. N. R. 

WAAdkAAd. tkA Har’Ma Mr. 4 . A. 


NOES. 


All. MaaIvI Maaaar. 

BaratJI, Mr. R. 

BarratJaa, BaBa dltAAdrAlAl. 
BAAA, Mr. BATARdrA Kariat. 
BkAAdkATl. BAkA KlAkAfl HaIIAA. 


CkAAdkRry, MaaIvI NArAl AN at. 
PAilAHAk, MaaIvI MukARiRiAd. 
BkAAA, Dr. ARiAlyA RktAA. 
HARAA. KAAI iRldAdAl. 

MAlti, Mr. R. 
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Mr. lyaiiiMrtM#. 
N«l, »ak Lai. 

Pt(Mar, Ittk HaaaaiaB Praia^. 
Rai MakaMi. Maalakra Oak. 
Rar. Mr. Ikaatl Ikakkarnwar. 


RtaL iaka Nataai. 

•aaiatf, Maalvl Akkat. 

•aa ttapU. Dr. Naraik Obaaira. 
•Ia|k, Irijat Taj takakar. 


The Ayes being 57 and the Noes 19, the motion was carried. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg to move that in clause 
4, proposed section 54 (BB) as substituted be omitted. 

My submission is that this clause propose.s to give the executive 
powers which the executive ought not to have. My reasons for saying 
so I have repeated very often in this House, and I submit that this is 
(^ven more important than the other provisions in which power has been 
given to tlie Local Government because, as it is now substituted, the 
seiition gives Goveiiiment not only discretion but wide and absolute 
powers to the Local Self-Government Department and the Local Gov- 
ernment, and I am sure that after the exhibition that we have seen 
here the Local Government does not semn fit to be entrusted with this 
power. 


ReverOfld B, A, NAG: I rise on a point of order and it is this. 
The amendment just now moved by Mr. Basu was not before the House 
when the Hon’ble Minister’s amendment was cai’ried. So does it not 
constitute a direct negative of the amendment that has been carried 
now? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What was the motion you refer to!*^ Was it 
not for substitution of a new section in the place of the old one!^ So 
far as substitution is concerned, the House has no doubt pronounced 
its opinion and that opinion is definite and unalterable. The present 
motion is for total omission of that section. Until the whole clause of 
which the section is a part has been accepted by the House it is certainly 
assailable. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I rise to oppose 
the amendment. I see no justification for distrusting the executive. 
Sir, the executive have got to be trusted. Moreover, the executive in 
this case is none other than the Minister responsible to this House; 
therefore, I oppose this amendment. 

The motion of Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu was then put and lost. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I beg to move that in clause 4, in proposed 
section 54(C), in lines 2 to 7, for the words beginning with “an 
offence^ and ending with “said Chapters,” the words “secret and 
violent revolution” be substituted. 
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Itt moving this motion I want to point out that offt^ice against the 
State should mean only secret arid violent revolution and other offences 
that are includecf in Chaptei-s ^ 1 and \ll of the Indian Penal Code 
should be deleted. But my object in doing so is vt*ry plain and simple. 
In those Chapters even those offences wliich do not involve either 
violence or moral turpitude sliould even find place. Take the case of 
section 124(A), Indian Penal Code, which deals with stnlition. Many 
of our countrymen — men of ability — have been convicted of sedition. 
Sir, I shall narrate here one of the incidents where a young man was 
present at a meeting and delivered a speech. The speech was very 
peaceful and did not amount to sedition, but in that meeting another 
person sang a song, a slogan, that was considered to be seditious and 
for that reason, be<'ause a certain person read a slogan what was con- 
sidered to be seditious, the young man referred to, who was absolutely 
innocent was sent jail for his speech. Because a certain person in 
that meeting shouted a slogan, the meeting was considered to bo 
seditious, and those persons who were absolutely innocent were sent to 
jail. In this way, when a number of innocent persons ar(‘ [)unished for 
the offence of one single person, we lose our faith in British jiistice. 
I do not know, Sir, that anywhere in the world, for the offence of one 
particular person, another person has been punished. Therefore, if you 
want to debar any people from securing (Corporation employment, I 
think those persons who take part in secret and violent revolution 
should be penalised. So far as open revolution is concerneil, the 
question does not arise 

Mfi PRESIDENT: You need not lalxuir those points. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Therefore, Sir, I sav that an offence against 
the State should only mean secret and violent revidiition and nothing 
else. 

The Hoffi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 ojxpose this 
amendment. No new argument has been advanced, and I have already 
stated my arguments against them long before. 

The motion was put and lost. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI; 1 beg to move that in clause 
4, in proposed section 54C, in line 2, for the words ‘‘offence against the 
State,” the words “offence involving violence” be sxibstituted. 

I need not waste the time of the House by merely repeating the 
arguments that I have adduced in moving similar other amendments. 
I formally move my amendment. 



866 


GOVERNMENT BILL. 


[6th Seft., 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: I formally oppose this amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The question before the House is that clause 4 
as amended stand part of the Bill. 

The motion was put and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not think I should put clause 5 at this 
stage, although no amendment has been tabled in respect thereof. I 
propose to put off its consideration as a section which w'ill be reached 
later is involved in the clause. 


('louse 6. 

Th« Hon’bid Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: With regard to 
clause 0, T propose to bring in an amendment with your permission. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: So far as clause G is concerned, 
may 1 ask for your ruling, Sir, whether it is not ultra vires of the 
Select Committee to send up this clause in the way it has done? Sir, 
as you are awme, when the Bill was introduced, in the Bill, as intro- 
duced, the marginal note was “grant-in-aid for primary education” 
and it was proposed to be a clause ancillary to clause G1 of the present 
Act which reads as follows: — 

“The Coi-poration shall spend annually a sum of not less than 
Its. 1 lakh for the purpose of promoting primary education among boys 
between the ages of G and 12 years and girls betueen the ages of 6 
and 10 years residing in Calcutta.” 

The marginal note is “expenditure on primaiy education,” and the 
Bill, as it was accepted by the House, was that there ought to be a 
new section after section 91, marked t^A, regarding grants-in-aid for 
primary education, and that was the prim iple, Sir, which was accepted 
by the House, and the Bill Mas ‘sent to the Select Committee. Now 
the Select Committee in their wisdom have extended « onsiderably th^ 
scope of this clause, and instead of affecting the grants made for 
primary education alone, they have brought in all grants made by the 
Corporation. You will be pleased to see “notwithstanding anything 
contained in this Act, no grant shall knowingly be made by the 
Corporation without the previous sanction of the Local Government t4> 
any institution which employs any person” and so forth. Sir, the 
allocation of the section which refers to the existing Act has also been 
changed and made 88A. My point is whether it is within the powers 
of the Select Committee, and whether it was not going beyond the 
principle of the Bill as it was referred to the Select Committee. 
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Mr. PRESIDENT: I think you understand iny , posit ion in the 
matter. The Chjir is always anxious to safeguard the rights and 
iurisdiction of the Chairman of the Select Committee. 1 am naturally 
reluctant to say or do anything which may vitfate the Committee 
procedure. Of course, I do not mean that, in spite of the fa('t that 
the Select Committee has already leported, I cannot give any ruling 
with regard to any matter affect ijig the Bill. I must recognise the 
fact that the Bill has passed the Committee stage and has come hack 
to the House. 1 should like to know, before I make any pronounce- 
ment on the subject, if you raised tliis point before the Seh'ct 
Committee. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Y es, I did, and mentioned it 
in rnv note of dissent. 

The*Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: As Chairman 
of the Select ('ommittee, 1 may say that this point was very carefully 
considered by tlie Select Committee. As Chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee, this particular objection was overruled by me. The ground 
was that the principle underlying the provision was exactly th(‘ same, 
viz., that the Corporation should not make grants to institutions which 
w’ould employ persons suffering from the disabilities mentioned in 
clause 4 of the Bill. That is the main principle, and that principle has 
been extended from educational institutions to other institutions, (m 
that ground, the (d)jection was ovturuled. 

(Here followed a discussion on the conclusion of which the llon’ble 
’President gave the following ruling): — 


MY. PRESIDENT: If you make a correct analysis of the Bill you 
will find that the principles underlying it are: — 

(1 I the provision for certain restrictions in regard to appointmentn 
that are made by the fkmporation, and 
(2) the introduction of a “surcharge” ^in the matter of illegal 
expenditure by the Corporation. 

Mr. Basu agreed with nie that these are the two leading and 
primary fundamentals. He also agreed that the Select Committee had 
full powers even to nullify any provision of the Bill and introduce new 
clauses or sections without reversing the principles of the Bill. J 
Imld that the amended clause under review does not introduce any new 
principle, or matters which are contrary to the principles of the Bill. 
The new matters are details included in one of the original principle. 
But, my considered opinion is that the Select Committee was allowed 
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to carry an aiiKendment to the original clause which was certainly 
beyond the scope of' the clause, which is not permissible. They should 
have incorporated the new matters in a new and supplementary clause, 
or should have omitted the old clause altogether and introduced a new 
clause to include in it all the old and new matters. But as these 
new matters were not destructive of any principle of the Bill, it will 
<lo if we simply regularize the method which was adopted. 

Mr. Basu cannot have any grievance, because he has given notice 
of an amendment by which he can have the new matters deleted. Only 
for the sake of corret-t procedure I will ask the Hon’ble Minister to 
bring up the original clause as it was when it was referred to the 
■Select Committee and the new details in the shape of a new clause, so 
that the House could accept or rejetd any or l)oth. That cannot take 
the House by surprise as those matters are already in iln* report of the 
■iSelect Committee. 

The Hon’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May 1 have a 
few minutes’ time, Sir? 

1 ])eg to move that this clause be ojnitted and the same wording be 
introduced as a new clause, not by way of amendment of the original 
Bill clause but as a new clause. 

Mfi PRESIDENT: The old clause was not omitted by the Select 
•Committee. Then why not have a supplementary clause for the new 
details? The only objection that may be urged is with reference to 
the woi'd ^‘knowingly.” If you add that word to both the clauses 
there will be no difficulty at all. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I have a 
little time, Sir, to consider this and in the meantime we may pass on 
to other clauses, because this includes educational institutions as well 
and they will be overlapping. 

»» 

Mri PRESIDENT: I will give you time to consider the matter. 
In the meantime we may take clause 7. 


Clause 7. 

Mr. Pi BANERiII: I beg to move that clause 7 be omitted. 

In the original clause 120, no power was given to the Local Govern- 
^nent and I do not know why now Government wants to take the power 
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llMdng rules. The 6ther day Mr. Thompson, the leader of the 
£uit)|wan group, who is not here now, said that we should not entrust 
the Government with so much power in all cases. I think if he had 
been here to-day he would have supported me. .Sir, 1 must submit 
that the Corporation, so far as accounts and other matters are con- 
cerned, are doing their work properly. Every point raised by the 
Hon’ble Minister for finding fault with certain accounts, audit, etc., 
has been met by responsible members of the Corporation and also by 
us on this side of the House, and no convincing argument was e\er 
put forward by the Hon^bla Minister. Therefore, Sir, I consider that 
Government should not be given any more power and, w’ith tlie.se words, 
I move that clause 7 bt* omitted. 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: In supporting the 
motion I wish to point out to the House that section 120 provides that 
the Corporation inuy keep accounts in such manner as they may lliink 
fit. That is sought to be amended by introdming in this section 120 
‘^subject to any rules made by the L(M*al (jovernment in this behalf” ; 
that is to say, the LiM-al Government may prescribe now the manner 
in w'hich the Corporation shall keep accounts. That, I should say, 
goes in a way against the principle of the Act as it was passed, and, 
what is the justification, what is the reason? We have been told in 
this House a great deal about the various misdeeds of the (Wporatiou, 
but it has not been explained to the House by the Minister or anybody 
else that the Corporation accounts are not properly kept, or that the 
Corporation have failed in its duty of keeping proper accounts. All 
that has been alleged is that the Corporation has misspent money or 
spent money without authority. That is a proposition on which, in 
spite of all that has been said, after careful examination, I happen to 
be still unsatisfied. Hut lhat is not a matter, however, which we can 
deal with on this motion. Hut having regard to the fact that the 
Corporation has not yet been charged wdth any default or negligence 
or misdeed in connection with the manner of their keeping accounts, 
which by the way are kept by am accountant who w^as himself a 
Government accounts officer, I do not see the necessity of prescribing 
that the accounts should be kept according \o the rules prescribed by 
the Local Government. In any case, no case has been made out for 
that. 

The HoA’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose the amendment. It is purely a precautionary measure which 
may be necessary to give etfect to the provisions for surebarge. If the 
Corporation do not keep their accounts in a proper manner to evade 
surtiharge, then and then only Government would prescribe what rules 
should be observed. That is why this clause has been put in. 


U 
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The motion being put, a division was taken with the folfowing 
result : — 


AYES. 


SIMM, Dr. Aailya tatea. 

Haf B«, Kaii Eaitfaiiil. 

Main, Mr. R. 

Maakarjat, Mr. tfaaiaiiraMtf. 
Ral MaliaaaJ, Maaiaira Dak. 
Ray. Mr. Ihaali Ifcakharatwar. 
Raat. iaka Haiaai. 
laaiatf, Maaivi Akkat. 
iaa Rapta, Dr. Raratk Ckaatfra. 


NOES. 

Afial. Rawakxaka Kkwaja Makamaiak. Khaa 
Bakakar. 

Araiitraai, Mr. W. L. 

Aikwarth, Mr. 0. B. 

Bakih, Maaivi Shalk Raklai. 

Bal, Baka Lallt Kamar. 

Ral. Rai laklk karat Ohaaira. 

BaaarJI, Ral Bahakar Kathak Okaakra. 

Baaat rjaa, Baka Jltaakralal. 

Birkaiyra. Mr. N. 

Batlaailay, Mr. 4 . M. 

Qkaakkari, Khaa Bahlikar Maaivi Hatiar Rahaiaa. 

Okaarkhwry, Maaivi Akkal Bhaai. 

Ohaarkbary, Haji Baki Ahaiak. 

Oahaa, Mr. D. 4 . 

Dala, Mr. B. R. 

Dai, Rai Bahakar Kaaiiai Kaaiar. 

Datt, Ral Bahakar Or. Marlkhaa. 

Bkflay, Mr. H. B. A. 

Eaiafji, Maaivi Nar Rahaiaa Khaa. 
rarnai, tha Naa’kia Ravak K. B. M., Khaa 
Bahakar. 

Paaraai, Mr. L. R. 

Fargataa, Mr. R. M. 

Bbaiaavl, tha Naa'kia AlkakJ Rawak Bahakar 

•Ir Akkalkariai, at Dllkaar. 

Bllthriit. Mr. R. N. 

Btakklai, Mr. D. 

Baba, Baka RrafaRa Kaaiar. 

Baha, Mr. F. N. 

Maaaa, Khaa Bahakar Maaivi Atiial. 

NhI. Mr. B. P. 

Haapar, Mr. B. B. 

Naaala, Rawak Masharraf, Khaa Bahakar. 

NaiMla, Maaivi Mabaaiaiak. 

Maiaia, Maaivi Utatat 
Kariai, Maaivi ANal. 

Khaa, Khaa Bahakar Maaivi Maanaai All. 

Khaa, Mr. Raiaar Rahaiaa. 

Khaa, Maaivi Taaiia a k k ia. 

The Ayes being 18 and the Noes 76 the motion was lost. 

The motion that clause 7 stand part of the Bill was put and agreed 
to. 


Law, Mr. kartakra Rath. 

Mafalrt, Mr. L. T. 

Mllltr, Mr. k. C. 

MitUr, tha Han 'kit kir Prtvaah khaakar. 
MUtar, Mr. k. k. 

Mittra, Baka karat khankra. 

Manila, Khan Bahakar Mahammak Akkal. 
Malllak, Mr. Makanka Bahary. 

Raf, Ravarank B. A. 

Ranky, Maharaja krii khankra, at Kaainbaiar. 
Ruimakkin, tha Nan'bla Mr. Khwaja. 

Riaholl, Mr. k. K. 

Pbilpat, Mr. N. k. V. 

Pakkar, Mr. Ananka Mahan. 

Prantica, tha Nan'kia kir William. 

Quamm, Maaivi Abal. 

Rahman, Mr. A. P. M. Akkar>. 

Rahman, Maaivi Aiiiar. 

Ray, Baba Amalyakhan. 

Ray, Baba Khattar Mahan. 

Ray, Baba Rafankra Rarayan. 

Ray kbawkhary, Mr. K. k. 

Ray, tha Nan'Ma kir Bijay Praaak kinfh. 

Ray, Baba Harikanta. 

Ray, Mr. kailaawar kingh. 

Ray, Mr. karat Kamar. 

Ray, Mr. k. R. 

Ray khaakhari, Baka Mam khankra. 
kahana, Baka kalya Kinkar. 
karkar, Rai kahik Rakall Mahaa. 
kan, Mr. B. R. 

kaa, Ral Bahakar Blrte khaHra. 
khab, Maaivi ANal MamM. 
ktavaa, Mr. 4 . W. R. 
kamaar, Mr. k. R. 

TawaaN, Mr. H. P. V. 

Walkar, Mr. W. A. M. 

Wilklaaaa, Mr. M. R. 

WaNbaak, tha Naa^Ma Mr. 4 . A. 


Ail, Maaivi Maaaaa. 

•akth, Maaivi kyak MaJIk. 
Banarji, Mr. P. 

Baaa, Mr. Rarankra Kamar. 
khattarjaa, Mr. B. k. 
khaakhari. Dr. kagankra khankra. 
BNakharl, Baka Klihari Mahan, 
khaakhary, Maaivi Raral Akiar. 
raalailah, Maaivi Mahammak. 
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Clause 8. • 

Rai Bahadur *<I0GE8H CHANDRA SEN: I beg to move that in 
clause in lines 2 and 3, the words “or, before any officer 

subordinate to them“ be omitted. 

Sir, it is purely a question for the Corporation. Enough has been 
done to keep the Corporation under control, and what is the necessity 
of asking them to go down on their knees before any officer subordinate 
to the auditors? I think nobody will be seriously affected if these 
words are omitted, and at the same time it will save the prestige of 
the Corporation. 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Sir, I think my friend 
has a misconception of the wliole thing. The Act says the auditors 
may do something^ These auditors may not have the time to hear 
all who appear before them. It may be necessary for the auditors 
to appoint certain officers for the purpose. It is not a question of 
prestige. 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 am afraid 
the mover has moved this amendment under a misapprehension. The 
clause follows the principle laid down in section 121 of the Act, namely, 
“the auditor or any officer.” The auditors in this case are the 
Accountant-tieneral of Bengal a ml the Examiner of Jiocal Accounts. 
They do not do audit themselves, but it is done by an officer under 
them. It is not a question of prestige. 

Rai Bahadur Jogesh Chandra Sen’s motion ^^as tlien put and lost. 

The motion that clause 8 stand part of the Bill was put and agreed 
to. 

(The Council was then adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Mr. P. BANERJI: Will not the Hon’ble Minister move his motion 
about clause 6 at this stage? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Not now. 

Clause 9. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: 1 beg to move that clause 9 be omitted. 

Sir, this clause provides that any person who neglects or refuses to 
comply with the summons or requisition made under section 121 shall 
be punished with fine which may extend to Rs. 200 in respect of each 
item induded in the summons or requisition. In my opinion, Sir, a 
fine of Rs. 200 on each item is very exorbitant— 
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Rii Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: A lesser fine may also be 
charged. * 

llr. P. BANERdI: The Rai Bahadur may rest assured that in 
most cases the maximum will be charged. As 1 have said many times, 
it was absolutely out of vindictiveness that this Bill has been brought 
before this House, and when a punishment has got to be given, you 
will find that it is only the maximum punishment that will be awarded 
on every occasion. With these few words I suggest the deletion of 
this clause. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Mr. President, Sir, in 
support of this amendment I w'ish to ask only one question. The 
Calcutta Municipal Act w'as passed in 1923 and since then section 121 
providing for these summonses has been in operation. Under this 
section the auditors may, by written summons, require the production 
of any do<minent which they may consider necessary, require persons 
to appear before them and authenticate such documents. It will be 
interesting to hear whether in all these years there has been any 
occasion in which the absence of this penal provision has made it 
difficult or impossible for the auditors to go on with their work. 

The Hofi’blt Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose the amendment. In reply to the question of Dr. Naresh 
Chandra Sen Gupta I may say that up till now there was no such case 
when the Corporation did not fulfil its obligations, but with the intro- 
duction of a provision about surcharge in this Act, the Corporation 
may well refuse to give proper facilities to the auditors, and it is just 
to stop any such contingency that this penal clause is considered neces- 
sary. That is tlie reason w'hy I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I rise to support this motion, 
and I would only point out in reply to the reasons which have just been 
adduced by the Hon'ble Minister that, if anything, they are reasons 
rather for not adding that section at all. If the Corporation has 
without such penal provirion dangling over their heads not neglected 
to comply with the summons or requisition 

Rai Bahadur Dr. HARIDHAN DUTT: Is there such a provision 
in the present ActP 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Well, Rai Bahadur 
Dr. Haridhan Dutt who has been a Chief Executive Officer under the 
present Act ought to have known better. There is such a clause. 
However, as the Hon’ble Minister hag just now pelted out, there has 
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been no occasion when the Corporation refused or negltected to comply 
with the summons, without any penal clause for surcharge. Therefore^ 
it b all the more reason that, with this penal surcj^arge dangling over 
their heads, such summonses and requisitions will be complied with by 
them. * Therefore, the insertion of this section is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. P. Banerji’s motion being put, a division was taken with the 
following result:— 


AYES. 


•aktli, Maatvi lyatf MaJM. 
•aMm. Mr. P. 

•aaa, Mr. NaraaSra Kanar. 
•iHwtfiiari, Saka KitlMri Maliaa. 
Pawava, Mr. L R. 

•iMaa, Or. Aaiafya Rataa. 
NaUBi, Maaivi AMal. 


Mafti, Mr. R. 

Maakarlaa, Mr. lyaaiaprata^. 
Raat, Raka Naaaal. 
taMatf, Maaivi AMat. 
taa Oapta, Or. Narath Okaaira. 
•lafk, trilat Taj iakaiar. 


NOES. 


Aikarartk, Mr. 0. 0. 
taktk. Maaivi Ikalk Rakiai. 

Rat, Raka LalH Kaaiar. 

Rai, Rai tekik tarai OkaaPra. 

Raaarji, Rai Rakakar Kaskak Ohaakra. 

RaaBirjaa, Raka Jittakralai. 

Rirkaiyra, Mr. H. 

Raaa. Mr. S. M. 

Rattaailay, Mr. 4. M. 

Okaaikari, Kkaa Rakatfar Maaivi Aliaiaitaaiaa. 
RkavRkari, Maaivi Akkal Qkaai. 

Okaarikary, Haji Rail AkaivP. 

Cakaa, Mr. 0. 4, 

Oala, Mr. 0. R. • 

Oil, Rai Rakaiar latyaatfra Kaaiar. 

Oatt, Rai Rakaiar Or. Hariikaa. 

Eigivy. Mr. R. R. A. 

Eatarji, Maaivi Rar Rakaiaa Kkaa. 

Parnai. tka Haa’kit Raarak K. R. M., Kkaa 
Rakaiar. 

Paarcai, Mr. L R. 

Pargataa, Mr. R. H. 

Rliataavi, tka Haa'Ma AikaiJ Rawak Rakaiar 
lir Akialkariai, af OUiaar. 

RHakriat. Mr. R. R. 

Riaiilaf, Mr. 0. 

Raka, Raka Pralalla Kaaiar. 
taka. Mr. P. R. 

Nagaa, Kkaa Rakaiar Maaivi Aiiial. 

Han. Mr. R. P. 

Natila, Raarak Maakarrat, Kkaa Rakaiar. 
Maaaala. Maaivi MakaaiaMi. 
nmala, MaMvTlalatat 
Raitai. Maaivi AkM. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Rakaiar Maaivi Maanaai AIL 
Kkaa, Mr. Raiaar Rakaraa. 


Kkaa, Maaivi Taailiaiiia. 

Laar, Mr. luraaira Ralk. 

Magaira, Mr. L. T. 

Militr. Mr. 0. 0. 

Mittfr.tkv Nta’kif Sir Pravatfc Okaaiar. 
Mittar, Mr. I. 0. 

Mittra, Raa larat Okaaira. 

Maliiek, Mr. Makaaia Rakary. 

Rag, Ravaraai R. A. 

Raaiy, Makaraja tria Okaaira, af Kaataikaiar. 
Raiiaiaiila, tka Haa’kla Mr. Kkaraja. 

Riekall, Mr. 0. K. 

Pkllpat, Mr. N. 0. V. 

Paiiar, Mr. Aaaaia Makaa. 

PraaUca, tka Haa'kia Hr Williaai. 

Qaasaai, Maaivi Akal. 

Rakaiaa, Mr. A. P. M. Akiar*. 

Rakaiaa, Maaivi Aiiiar. 

Ray, Raka Aaialyaikaa. 

Ray, Raka Ragaaira Rarayaa. 

Ray, tka Naa'Ma Hr RIJay Praaai Hagk. 

Ray, Raka Marikaaaa. 

Ray. Mr. Oailaiarar Hagk. 

* Ray, Mr. tarat Kaaiar. 
taaiatallab, Maaivi Makaaiaiai. 
takaaa, Raka latya Kiakar. 
larkar, Rai lakik Rakati Makaa. 

•aa, Mr. R. R. 

•aa, Rai Rakaiar Rlrii Okaaira. 

•tavaa, Mr. 4, W. R. 
iaaiaar, Mr. 0. R. 

Tkaaipaaa, Mr. W. N. 

Taaraaai, Mr. M. P. V. 

Wllhlaaaa, Mr. N. R. 

Waaikaai, tka Maa’Ma Mr. i. A. 


Ayes being 13 and Noes 69, the motion wag lost. 

The question that clause 9 form part of the Bill was then put and 
agr^ to. 
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Clause 10. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Oa a point of order, Sir. I 
think clause 10 should come after clause 11 because that is really a 
consequential clause to clause 11. 

The Hoffblo Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Is that your 
ruling, Sir, that it is consequential to clause 11? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I have given no ruling. Do you object to it? 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I think it is 
not a consequential clause and I do object. * 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not want to disturb the present arrange- 
ment. I shall take it now. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I beg to move tliat clause 10 he omitted. 

I consider this clause is absolutely absurd as it says “tlie names of 
persons who in their opinion are directly or indirectly responsible for 
such loss or waste. It would have been in the fitness of things if 
you could hold sucli persons responsible who are concerned in the 
matter directly, but is it not absurd to suggest the names of persons 
who are responsible only indirectly? With this end in View, I move 
that clause 10 be omitted. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: I would suggest that it is really very 
absurd to move the deletion of the whole clause which runs to several 
lines, merely because out of 15 or 20 lines 2 or 3 are not understood by 
Mr. Banerji : that is the only reasbn that he has advanced for omitting 
the whole clause, and I would suggest that it is a very bad one. I 
oppose the amendment. 

The motion was put and lost. 

The question that clause 10 stand part of the Bill was put and 
agreed to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Is clause 6 ready now? 


TN HwPbIt Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Not yet, Bip, 
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19 %} 

Ufa NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs On a point of order, Sir. I 
would better make n request that if clause 11 is now taken up, I hope 
clause 6 would not be interposed in the discussion of clause 11. That 
would be very inconvenient. As a matter of fact? on account of the 
latches* of the Government, we have already wasted a lot of time over 
clause 6. 

Mr* PRESIDENT: If I take up clause 11 now, we shall finish it 
and then take up clause 6. 


(lause 11, 

Mr. P. BANER4I: I bcp- to move that clause 11 be omitted. 

Sir,*I consider that this clause is a very dangerous one. It brings 
the question of surcliarge in the Corporation. This clause gives t(K) 
much power to the auditor. Kveii Mr. Miller, a prominent member of 
the European Association who was a member of the S(de<‘t Committee, 
said that so much power should not be given to the auditor. Let us 
examine what is the obj6<;t of giving this power to the auditor. It 
has been said that not only the Corporation as a whole but every 
individual member of tlie Corporation, Aldermen and Councillors, will 
be responsible, jointly and severally, if it is the opinion of the Govern- 
ment or, as a matter of fact, if it is the opinion of the auditor, to 
charge such persons individually or the Corporation as a whole for an 
unauthorised , expenditure. Sir, what will be the logical conclusion H 
If the Corporation do anything in the interests of the citizens and the 
rate-payers, the Government will naturally find fault with them. 

Sir, as we have already pointed out, Government have come forward 
with this question of surcharge after ten years of the working of the 
Corporation under the present Act when the Government had not had 
any occasion to find any fault with the Corporation. Government now 
comes forward and says that the Corporation have misused the money 
of their rate-payers. We can prove, Sir, that tlie Corporation have 
not misused a single farthing of the rate-payers^ money. The Hon’ble 
Minister could not substantiate his case with facts and with sound 
reasoning. Every time he only said that Government were satisfied 
that the Corporation had misused public money but never did he prove 
kis case with facts and figures. We from this side of the House 
challenge the Hon’ble Minister to substantiate his charges. We ask, 
where is the misuse and where is the waste of Corporation money P 
On the other hand, we ascribe certain motives to the Hon^ble Minister 
for his bringing forward this Bill which he could not even refute. We 
charge the Government that their object in bringing in this question 
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of surcharge was to create a terror in the minds of the people so that 
the Corporation will have to think a thousand times before they can 
venture to take up a good measure. 

• 

Rai BahaiHir Or. HARIDHAN DUTT: That is necessary to 
prevent illegal payment. 

Mr. P. BANERill: The Rai Bahadur says that it is illegal. I 
really do not understand what is legal and witet is illegal. Whatever 
the (lovernmerit want us to do is considered as legal and whatever the 
people want to do is illegal. I think that is the correct definition of 
the terms ‘‘legal” and “illegal” according to the Government. It 
seems that we are like dumb-driven cattle here, and wlmtever the 
Hon’ble Minister says, we have to admit as correct. That is the 
position, Sir. 

As I said the other day, the object of the GoverniiKMit is vindictive, 
and another occasion when the cat w^as out of the ]>ag was when 
Mr. Townend in a long speech dealt with the Corporation electricity 
scheme, and referred to the fact that Government was enjoying an 
undue preference in respec't of a big Company at tlie cost of tlie public. 
Sir, respectable persons are serving the (/oiporation in tlie interests of 
the public and that at a tremendous sacrifice, and not us the Hon’ble 
Minister or the Secretary is doing here, drawing only fat salaries and 
doing precious little. Sir, if it is for no other consideration, it is only 
to serve the rate-payers of Calcutta that very respectable persons are 
entering the (kirporation at the sacrifice of their time, energy and 
money. Whenever they would do anything in the interests of the 
people, tlie Government auditor would naturally find fauh with them, 
W'ould ask for explanations and make out cases for levying surcharge, 
and thus hamper the progress of the Corporation. I would have under- 
stood the position if on the recommendation of the auditor Government 
had made the members of the Corporation jointly responsible and not 
individually responsible. That this Bill has been brouglit forward with 
a purely vindictive motive is evident from the fa(*t that members of 
the Corporation — prominent and respectable individuals — will be put to 
trouble as the surcharge w;ill be realised from those particular persona 
only. You will admit, Sir, that this is a most dangerous measure 
that can ever be thought of. It has been said that this provision 
exists in the English law' and also elsewhere, but I must say that it 
must not be forgotten that those are independent countries and men 
living there are not slaves. There the Government is one of the people 
who do not possess altogether divergent and opposite view's. There- 
fore, what is jmssible and what is applic.able in England will certainly 
not suit the people of this unfortunate country. Therefore, I am of 
(pinion that the argument tliat this provision exists in England and 
should be extended to this country is not at aU tenable.^ ^ 
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There is another point to which I should like to rrfer. There is a 
provision in the Bill that when a suroharp-e will be imposed on certain 
persons, they will, however, have an access to the law court for redrese 
against the decision of the Government. There hiay )>e a good case 
and tlie persons concerned may be exonerated by the court, but in that 
case even, the Corporation will have to meet the (‘ost of litigation. I 
should say that the cost of litigation in such a case ought to be met 
by the auditor, and the Government, and not by the Corporal iim. Sir, 
if this clause is passed, a large amount of Corporation money will be 
wasted on flimsy grounds. May T iiujuire why for tlie (ault of the 
auditor or w’hoever he might be, Corporation money and the rate- 
payers’ money should he spent in vain':' 1 will ask now the Hon hie 
Minister just to explain what is his argument in favour ot this. Money 
that will be wasted in this way will have to be paid by the (Wporation ! 
Therefore, I suhmii, Sir, that this is a nio.st dangerous clause and it 
should, be deleted. 


Mti NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, I rise to support the 
motion. Although Government have shifted iheir grounds as regards 
surcharge from time to time, tlie original charges on wliich Ihis provi- 
sion for surcliargc was based were two, namely, that the elcclric; 
schemes violated section 14 of the existing Act and tliat tln*re were 
several other evasions of sec’tions 14 and 97 of the prescmt Aet. I sliall 
take these charges one after the other. 

So far as the first charge is eonc'erned, it was sought to he substan- 
tiated by a reterence to what is known as the comprehensive scheme 
which the (.’drporation is supposed to have practically adopted even 
without Government sanction and to have put forward and carried on 
other smaller sclieme.s to fit in with it, finally forming into a gigantic 
scheme. I am not forgetting the statements made by ihe Secretary, 
Local Self-Government Department, in bis speech that there was no 
coinpreliensive scheme put forward hy Dr. H. N. IVy ami I am not 
forgetting the fulminations of Mr. against Dr. Dey, 1 am 

now' dealing with the original charges as put forward out of the mouth 
of the Hoii’ble Minister and I have the eofUmuniqu^, which has not 
yet been disowned by the Hon’hle Minister, in my favour and 1 am 
quoting from that. I may say that Mr. Townend’s theory is that no 
scheme has ever been put forw’ard by Dr. Dey — that no comprehensive 
electric scheme has been put forward and that Dr. Dey does not know' 
bis own scheme. If there were no scheme, the ground would be cut 
away from under the feet of the Hon’ble Minister, because if there is 
no comprehensive scheme how can there l>e other schemes to fit in 
with it? This I fail to understand, and I hope the Secretary, liocal Self- 
Government Department, will exercise a little patience and hear me 
diit and then piake a reply. The comprehensive scheme, as it waa 
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called, was adopted by the Corporation in December, 1930. After 
some scrutiny it was sent to the Government for sanction in May, 1931, 
and the scheme as it was sent up had one original letter and 16 
enclosures and drawings giving details of every possible sort. Then 
from May, 1931, till the Olst October, 1931, the Corporation sent^three 
reminders to the Government, but there w'as no reply. On the 14th 
November, 1931, Government sent a reply asking for details in a 
pjinted schedule. You will be surprised to hear, Sir, that this printed 
scIhhIuIo is fashioned in the form under the Electricity Act which is 
to be filled by those firms which want to get sanction for supplying 
electricity to Bengal towns. Well, on receipt of this form by the 
Corporation, there was an interchange of demi-official letters between 
the Chief Executive Officer and the Secretary to the Local Self-Govern- 
ment Department and the Electrical Adviser to the tjovernment of 
Bengal, with the result that 16th December was fixod for the Electrical 
Adviser to call and inspect the records, verify “load curve” and other 
details wanted by him. He did make this inspection and after satisfy- 
ing himself as to tlie basic data from the records and ^‘load curve” 
and other things, saw the Mayor and declared himself satisfied that 
the estimates both as regards capital costs and the unit cost of produc- 
tion were correct. Thereupon, about a fortnight later, he went and 
inspected all the pumping stations and verified the details again. Well, 
1:>ir, after that the Corporation naturally expected that they would 
have a definite reply from the Government very soon. But what 
happened in the meantime^ The scheme known as scheme Nos. VIII 
and VIIIA which had been propounded was forwarded to the Govern- 
ment in February, 1931, and then there was some correspondence in 
regard to this sclieme with the Corporation. On the 3rd November, 
1931, Government wrote raising various points linking up the compre- 
hensive scheme with scheme Nos. VIII and VIIIA and suggesting 
that electricity should be taken from the Supply Corporation. The 
Works Committee (‘onsidered this letter and their resolution 
forwarded to Government on 12th November, 1931, was confirmed by 
the Corporation on the 29th Febn^ary, 1932, and finally communicated 
to the Government on the 7th March, 1932. Then three reminders 
were sent to the Government on the 4th April, 25th April, and 30th 
June, 1932. Then their reply covering all the electric schemes was 
received by the Corporation on the 11th July, 1932. Sir, as I said, 
what happened was that the Corporation was taken unawares, as they 
thought that the Electrical Adviser was, after inspection, satisfied 
with the details of the scheme and Government would have no difficulty 
in sanctioning the scheme. But what happened was that when they 
found tliat the Government was still taking time and when they heard 
the reply of the Hon’hle Minister given on 6th June, this year to a 
starred question put by my friend Mr. Syamaprosad Moc^erjee, the 
aohedule was filled in so far as it was possible to fit iq with the case 
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of Ae Corporation, and a copy of what had been sent ko the Electrical 
Adviser in April or in May was sent to the Government of Bengal on 
6th June, 19^. 

Mn H. P. V. TOWNEND: May I correct one statement made by 
Mr. "^asu P 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: 1 refuse to yield to 
Mr. Townend. Now, I take the other schemes. The first one is the 
scheme known as scheme No. XV and the second one is scheme 
Nos. VIII and VIIIA. With regard to these two schemes forming 
part of the comprehensive scheme, I wish to ask one cpiestion of the 
Hon’ble Minister and the all-knowing Secretary of the Local Self- 
Government Department. Could the pumps provided for in the 
comprehensive scdieftie for Palmer’s Bridge and Bally gunge bo worked 
with tlve works done or proposed to be done in ccmnection with schemes 
Nos. XV and VIII and VIIIA P I say it is absolutely nonsense to say 
that schemes Nos, Vlll and VIIIA or XV could form part of the 
comprehensive scheme, because, as I have said, the pumps provided 
in the comprehensive scheme could not possibly form part of the other 
schemes. 

Sir, with regard to the other points which have betui made* by the 
Local Self-Government Secretary, as stated on pages 10 to 12 of his 
printed letter No. 3409M,, of 2drd May this year, he lias brought five 
charges against the Corporation, He says that there are five separate 
instances in which the (/orporation have gone counter to one or both 
of the sectioBs 14 and 97. The first case is that they infringed both 
flections when they put in the cable from Ballygunge to Tallah via 
Palmer’s Bridge. Well, Sir, Rs. 2,15,000 for pumping machineries 
(which specifically included Rs. 55,000 for the cable) w'as' jiayable by 
the Calcutta Improvement Trust and not by the Corporation out of 
loan funds. 

The second charge was that the Corporation infringed section 14 
when they carried out the electrical works at Palmer’s Bridge. Well, 
Sir, the electric pump installed was a separate item by itself. The 
revised cost sanctioneil was Rs. 65,000. This was sanctioned on the 
3rd December, 1930, the previous sanction of a lakh having been on 
the 8th February, 1928. 

Sir, the third charge is that at Tallah they installed a generator 
and utilized for generating electric power primarily for pumping sewage 
and storm water at Ballygunge and Palmer’s Bridge, a turbine and a 
boiler bought from the loan sanctioned for the Moore-Bateman scheme, 
as the letter goes on to say, against the expressed observations of their 
chief accountant. You will be surprised to hear that the generator 
was paid out pf revenue and not out of the loan sanctioned for the 
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Moore-Bateman scheme after the chief accoimtant’s report. The fourth 
charge was that they infringed section 97 when they moved from 
Mullickghat to Tallah pumps which were bought with loan money for 
pumping unfiltered water and used them for pumping filtered water. 
Sir, you will be surprised to hear that this was done about ten* years 
ago and done to save the city from water famine and done at a time 
when one of the Corporation members was the present august Minister 
for liocal Self-Government without any opposition from any part of the 
House. 

The fifth charge was that at their meeting of 8th February, 1933, 
without applying for the sanction of the Government, the Corporation 
accepted a tender for a 2,5()0-K.W. alternator at Talluli and approved 
the agreement, thereby committing themselves to a scheme costing more 
than Rh. 2,50,000. Sir, as a matter of fact, no tender was accepted 
and no contract signed. The resolution was to the effect that a certain 
tender might be accepted. 

Tliese are tlie charges on the basis of which it is said that the 
Corporation has done something behind the hack of Government and 
that they have infringed both sections 14 and 97. Then, Sir, what 
is the total cost of all these things. The total cost of tlie Tallah 
alternator was Rs. 29,000; that of the cable fnnn Ballygunge to Tallah 
Rh. 55,000, and this was payalde by the (hilcutta Impn)vement Trust 
and should not be taken into account. (Mr. Townknd: Why not?) 
Be<*ause ii was not to be paid by the Corporation but to be credited to 
the accounts of the (hilcutta Improvement Trust. You cannot take up 
any stick to beat the Corporation dog with. 

The third item is the Palmer's Bridge turbo-alternator costing 
Rs. 93,000: the fourth one is the cable from Mullick Ghat to Palmer’s 
Bridge costing Rs. (>0,000, and the fifth one is the cost of switch gear 
at Palmer’s Bridge, Rs. 10,000. The entire total, excluding Rs. 55,000 
for tlie cable from Ballygunge to Tallali, comes to Rs. 1,92,000. 
Therefore, Sir, my submission is that it is not only incorrect but posi- 
tively untrue and dishone.stly untrue to mi.slead the House into thinking 
that by these schemes .something has been done by the Corporation 
which is against sections W and 97 of the Municipal Act. 

Now, Sir, 1 sliall take the remarks of Mr. Townend with regard to 
the comprehensive scheme. 


Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: May I, Sir, point out 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I refuse to yield to 
Mr. Townend. The mistakes he committed are legion. In his speech* 
the other day he referred to seven great mistakes or wants of details in* 
Dr. Dey’s scheme. I shall show to you at once that in aU these he was 
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ahBiitutely wrong. The first point that he said was that there was no 
evidence that there would be any saving in the electric charges. He 
said, according to my notes, that according to Dr. Dey's scheme the 
cost would be *299 anna and according to the Cakuita Electric Supply 
Corporatiwi rates the cost would be 1925 anna. The reply is that 
this 18 absolutely incorrect, because the Calcutta Electii(' Supply 
Corporation’s rates vary from -5 to ‘29 anna for high tension (O.bOO 
volts) for b^lh electricity for Calcutta Corporation pum|)s on a sliding 
scale, and I may tell you that this rate was lowered at the end of 1931 
as the direct result of this comprehensive scheme having been intro- 
duced. The second mistake was that Mr. Townened said that it was 
never explained what the scheme adopted was. This is based on the 
fact that in the scheme there are two alternatives givi'n — one the ring 
main and the other the ordinary straight main. The full estimates for 
the second alternative with particulars were furnislied to (Jovernment 
and as regards the first it is stated that it might be taken up if it 
could be brought within the estimate made. The third statement made 
by Mr. Townend was that Dr. l)ey did not provide for Its. 15, (H), 000 
that was necessary to change from gas to electricity. This is absolutely 
incorrect. The contract with the Gas Company provides tliat any day 
the Corporation may change the street lights from ^as to electricity 
and they will not have to pay any damages. These street lamjis are 
not included in the comprehensive scheme. The ne.xt charge is that 
they did not take into account the value of the buildings and land. T 
submit that it is unnecessary to calculate the value of the land and 
buildings which are already the property of the (corporation. Then he 
says that the total cost is not known. I am sorry that he has not 
looked at tlw scheme. The total cost is given at Its. 20 lakhs and 
adding 10 per cent, for contingencies it is said that it would TU)t be 
more than Its. 22 lakhs. His next statement is that the maps do not 
show the lines of the cables nor the allocation of the lights. This is a 
strange remark. This is absolutely incorrect. Then he says that there 
was no cost estimated for overhead wires, and this was not given. 
“Again, T submit that Mr. Townend had not looked at the annexures 
to the scheme, particularly in reference to this item. I could under- 
stand if Mr. Townend had stated that tl^cre was one great detail 
wanting 

The Hon’bla Sir BUOY PRASAD SINCH ROY: On a point of 
order. Sir. It would be very diflScult to reply to all these statements 
of Mr. Basu 

Mr. PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order. If the member 
in possession of the House does not yield, then it is not within the 
power of the Chair to compel him to yield. I may advise Mr. Townend 
to take notes of the points which may be raised by Mr. Basu. 
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Mfi H. P* V< TOWNEND: I could not catch hia last point, and 
1 was going to ask him about it. 

m, NARENDM KUMAR BASU: If he cannot follow, I will 
certainly repeat what I said. But when he spoke on this question I 
took down notes. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEHD: I am taking notes, but I did not catch 
the last point with regard to the c*.ost of the overhead wires. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I say this is in one of the 
annexures to the scheme and one of the annexures is particularly 
directed to show the cost of the overhead wires. I could have very 
well understood Mr. Townend if he had stated that there was one great 
detail wanting in the scheme of the Corporation 'as to how it would 
affect the Calcutta Electric Supply Corporation’s finances. Probably 
that is what Mr. Townend meant when he was saying that there were 
no details given, because from one of the notes of the Government 
itself it would appear that the soul of the Secretary to the Government 
in the Local Self-Government Department was very much exercised as 
to how or whether all of these schemes would affect the Calcutta 
Electric Supply Corporation. If that had been said bluntly that 
because the Calcutta Electric Supply Corpoi ation would be prejudicially 
affected, therefore wo want your scheme to be dropped. 1 could have 
understood it. I must say that I am not opposed to the principle 
underlying clause 11, but I do say that the provisions are not the 
proper provisions to be made, and moreover wlien they come with the 
reasons given by the department, I say that they come in a questionable 
shape and ought not to be accepted. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: Sir, may I at once reply to Mr. Basu 
when the points raised by him are still fresh in my mind? I must 
confess that I came here to-day without the papers dealing with the 
comprehensive electric scheme, because I did not understand how this 
scheme could be relevant to the debate at this stage. 

4 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I do not think you are raising the point of 
relevancy seriously. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: No, Sir. I am explaining to 4]l« 
House that I may not be able to produce documents in support of my 
remarks or to correct Mr. Basu on certain points about which" 4liy 
memory is not clear. However, it does so happen that I have heiid § ; 
file which contains a letter which will confute Mr. Basu on one point; 

I understood him to say that 1 had quoted a figure for the rate to bo 
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to and 1 could not claim that it should include other works. But there 
is such a thing as a project: a project is not a detailed scheme neces- 
sarily, though it may become a detailed scheme or include detailed 
s(;hemes The comprehensive scheme is in the project stage. I go on 
to the other points which Mi*. Basu made so far as I could not^ what 
he said. He said that I was misleading in my remarks on the 
Corporation’s failure to supply details about the comprehensive scheme. 
The other day I said definitely that the Corporation did not supply the 
details about the comprehensive scheme when Government asked for 
them and I repeat this now. Mr. Basu asserts that the Electrical 
Adviser satisfied himself as to the merits of the sc'.heme when he visited 
the Corporation office and afterwards when he visited the various 
ele(;trical works at the pumping stations : he says that alter thus satis- 
fying the Electrical Adviser the Corporation expected to be addressed 
by Government. The Electrical Adviser went only pncc to the Corpora- 
tion office in this conne(*tiou — to advise about the type ol inlormation 
wanted: be intornied me of this afterw'ards. If the (\)rporatioii could 
show him everything about the scheme at one visit and satisfy him as 
to its merits in so sliort a time, it was extraoidinary, but I defy anyone 
to be able in a few hours to get sm li a grasp of the w lude of a scheme 
of this size as to be able to carry the details away in his head and 
reproduce them for the satisfaction of Government. Are we to believe 
that the Corporation thought that this would be possible? As regards 
Mr. Redclift’s visits to the pumping stations, w’hich Mr. Basu suggests 
must have been in connection w’ith the comprehensive scheme, they 
obviously were not : the w'orks there were not directly concerned with 
that scheme. Mr. Redclift’s visits, I liave no doubt, were in connec- 
tion with the small electric works to which Government were objec*ting, 
if they were not made in the course of his ordinary duties — for, as 
Electric Inspector, he had to inspect electric works. The visit of 
Mr. RtMlclift to the Corporation office was made in response to a 
specific reiiuest that lie should be sent to lielp them with advice: and it 
is futile to suggest that, knowing this and knowing that it was for 
them to satisfy the Government ^and not the Electrical Adviser, the 
Corporation waited in sublime simplicity for Government to take the 
initiative and address them, though they must have knowm that there 
was a Government letter pending to which they wrere expected to reply. 
That, I think, meets Mr. Basu’s second and main point. 

I shall now go on to the rest of the seven errors which he said I 
made in my previous speech: First of all, with regard to the offer of 
the Calcutta Electric Supply Corporation — I have answered it. The 
second point relates to my remarks about Dr. Dey’s scheme not beiiig 
definite and precise. 1 said, Sir, that since Dr. Dey said that he did 
not know whether he was going to have a ring main or what I may 
call a horse-shoe main — ^that is not a technical expression and it nu^ 
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be • wrong one — he obviously did not know his own jnind or had not 
made up his mind: the conclusion was that he had not worked out 
the scheme in detail. Otherwise, we are faced with an amazing 
situation. Dr. Dey was promising that his sc hema would effect some- 
thing that has never been effected anywhere else in the world, and that 
he would provide electricity at a much cheaper rate than it could be 
provided anywhere else in the w'orld. This w’as in itself an extra- 
ordinary thing: but it was surely a much more extraordinary thing if 
Dr. Dey has been able to evolve from the recesses of Ins being not one 
but two schemes either if which would give results unknown any- 
where else in the world. Sir, 1 congratulate Dr. Dey on his ability — 
and it is a marvel to me that a genius of this type for whose services 
all the electrical companies of the woibl ouglit to be c(»nipeting should 
be content to remain still in the employ of the Corporation of (^ilcutta. 
But I do not believe lhat he had attained such results. 


f say, Sir, that before he put forward his scheme lie should have 
been able to make up his mind definitely as to which of his two 
alternatives was better and that he should have workeil out his 
calculations aci'ordingly. Kven now he has not made up his mind 
which alternative is to be followed. Kven after 19^ months he has not 
come t(» a decision on a matter which should have bemi sedlled before 
the issue of the Corporatioir.s letter on the subject of th(‘ coinprelnmsixe 
scheme. It is obvious that he has nol in fu<d worked tln‘ scheme out 
in proper detail. The next point was the cost of tin* cban^i* over from 
gas to electricit>. Here, I am afraid, the gentleman who instructed 
Mr. Basil on this point has mi.sunderstood me or misletl him. 1 did 
not nientioii ^ny compensation to be paid to the (las Company: and I 
was careful to (juote the figure of Its, 15 lakhs as one which could not 
be calculated with any sort of accuracy for lack of tlnta. The point 
is that when you have gas lamps you have got them at a certain height 
and you have got a certain kind of lamp. et<-., but when you change 
over to electricity you have to have lamps of a different kind: also 
under the law gas lamps may be placed very much lowei than electrii- 
lamps and when you take to electricity you have to change all the posts. 
I was told by Mr. lledclift wTien I was cross-examining him on one 
occasion on this subject, that he believed that this important item, 
which was entirely omitted by the Corporation w'ould (*ost about 
Rs. 15 laklA; but he said frankly that be had not the data on which to 
calculate the cost. — and for that matter I do not believe that Dr. Dey 
knows precisely what it would cost. 

The next of the seven items about which I was mistaken according 
to Mr. Basu is the question of the omission of the value of the lands 
and buildings belonging to the Corporation from the cost of the scheme. 
Mr. Basu argues that these lands and buildings are the property of 
the Corporation and so they may do with them as they |»leaee. But, 
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Sir, this is a matter of accounting. I am not an accountant, and I am 
not a financier though I used to be in the Finance Department; but I 
may assure you that it is the practice that whenever you start a scheme 
you charge against* it everything which you use for it: and it is not 
fair to take lands and buildings which have been purchased in Another 
c(Minec:tion and to use them for your scheme without debiting the 
scheme with the cost of them. 

The next of the seven points was simply a mistake on the part of 
Mr. Basu. He said that 1 had remarked that Dr. Dey had not given 
details of the cost of the scheme, and points out that he had actually 
given the figure of Its. 20 lakhs or with interest 22 lakhs. I said in 
my speech that in addition to the 20 lakhs quoted by Mr. P. Banerji 
there would be required perhaps another 15 lakhs for the change over 
to electricity, and perhaps 10 lakhs, 5 lakhs, or 1 lakh for land and 
buildings — I did not know how' much. So, I definitely mentioned 
20 lakhs as the basic figure to which other costs should be* added. 
Besides, it is obvious that Dr. Dey must liave given some figure, w'hen 
he said that the price of electricity was going to he -299 annas per 
unit. My whole point was that his figure* was urong and w^as not 
supported by details. But 1 never said that he did not give any figure 
at all. 

Then we come to the question of the failure of the (^)rporation to 
give* eletails show’ing precisely the routes wdiich were to he followeei by 
cable lines. Here, 1 am afraid, perhaps I did not make myself clear 
when 1 spoke the other day. In an appendix to the original scheme 
as sent up by Dr, Dey he gave the route to be followe<l by the cables 
according to one of his alternative schemes and I quoted his remarks 
about it in my speech. 1 read out that the main cable w'ould go from 
Watgunj to Mullick Ghat pumping station, thence ro Bagbazar and 
then I'la Circular Road, past Palmer’s Bridge, down to the lake area. 
That was all right so far as it went, but Government asked for a plan 
show ing details not only of the route to be followed by the cables, but 
also of the lines, taking off from them where they would go, etc., and 
that request has not really been answered. 

The last point is the i:ost of overhead wires. The position here 
again is very mucli the same. Government asked for full details 
show ing where the overhead wires would go. It is not much use 
giving totals and saying that the thing would cost so much, without 
giving the facts on w’hich the totals can be checked. You have got to 
say what is the mileage of the w ires and how and at what height they 
should be suspended. Well, Sir, I am not an electrician, but it seems 
to me that to get at the cost of wires accurately that information is 
absolutely necessary. 

I think I have been able to answer all the various points put 
forward by Mr. Basu except possibly one of his remarks which I could 
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not catch. He said that the schemes were not separate. Well, if the 
Corporation had published the last letter about their electrical works 
which they received from Government together with the plans sent 
with that letter, the House would be able to see tliat the (\)rporation 
have ufider the guise of nnnexures, if I may say so. to two different 
pumping schemes, const nu ted a small but complete distributing centre 
of electricity. They generate electricity for their (♦wn use at two 
places and they distribute it to Mullick Ghat pumping <tation, Palmer’s 
Bridge, Ballyguiige and to Tallah also. They send electricity into 
their own offices, to tln ir workshops, to one of tlieir markt‘ts and to a 
small sub-station which the> ha\e at Ballyguiige. One iinportunt 
thing is this: why, if th(\\ ai(‘ going to generate (dieap electricity under 
a comprehensive sidienn* and going to distribute it by a cable which 
will pass ac'tually through Mulliik Ghat, why, if they intend to do 
this, have they laid*ti line right across Calcutta to bring a supply of 
expensiw‘ electricity to Mullick Ghat pumping station, at a cost of 
perhaps Us. 50,000 or Its. 00,000, and after putting in a cable from 
Palmer’s Bridge to Mullick Ghat 

Mr. NAREHDRA KUMAR BA8U: Because Govmnment are 
dilatory and would not sanction the comprehensive scheme early. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND; If Government were dilatory in 
sanctioning that scheme, it was because the scheme was not sent back 
to them. When he pressed on the scheme for the cable to Mullick 
Ghat, Dr, Dey was in a better position than anybody vUv to know this: 
it was he who*during all this time did nothing to work out th(‘ details 
of his own scheme: I can well lielieve that he expected Government to 
be dilatory in dealing uitli a scheme ol which he best knew the 
w’eakness. 

As regards the cost of the small electrical w'orks, Mr. Basu has 
confused two things — he thinks that this siheme is pari ot the compre- 
hensive electrical scheme and that, added to it, it would have brought 
the cost, on Mr. Basil’s own figures, up to Us. 22,20,000, or something 
like that. On his own showing the small wffrks which constitute tlie 
small distributing system needed .sanction as part of the comprehensive 
scheme. But apart from that, the estimated cost of the small works, 
as far as I can see, came to over 2h lakhs, and if we look up section 14 
of the Calcutta Municipal Act, we will find that sanction to that scheme 
wa« therefore necessary. The section refers to the estimated cost, not 
to the actual cost: it is no use for the Corporation now to say “after 
all, we economised on the schemes; they did not cost as much as was 
estimated, they did not cost 2i lakhs and so no sanction is necessary.” 
Sanction emphatically was necessary when the estimated cost exceeded 
that figure. 
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Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: But out of the total an item 
of Rs. 55,000 had already been sanctioned by GoTernment and this ie 
payable out of the funds of the Calcutta Improvement Trust. 

Mr. H. P. V. TOWNEND: I may remark at this stage that while 
ho was speaking, I repeatedly asked Mr. Basu to repeat his figures, so 
that 1 might check them, but he did not do so. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: On a point of personal 

explanation, Sir. As soon as Mr. Townend asked for some details I 
gave them. 


Mr. H. P. Y. TOWNEND. He did not repeat these particular 
figures; but I do not think I need go into this again. But 1 am afraid 
I have got confused by Mr. Basu’s interruptions and have lost the 
thread of my argument completely: however, I think I have been able 
to answer the main points raised by Mr. Basu in this explanation. 

Mr. 1*. Banerji’s mol ion was then put and a division taken with 
the following I'esult : — 


AYES. 


iakih, Maiilvi lyM MaiK. 
•aairjl, Mr. r. 
iaia, Mr. Nartadra Kamar. 
Maaikari, Bafea Klihorl Moliaa. 
Pailanak, Maaivi Maliammaa. 
malt, Dr. Aaialya Raiaa. 


Malti, Mr. R. 

Maakarjit, Mr. Syamapraui. 

Ray, Mr. lhaati Iktkkaraiarar. 
Raat, Baba Mataai. 

•aaiaa, Maalvl Abiaa. 

laa Bapta, Dr. Naraab Ohaaira. 


NOES. 


Atial, Rawabiaba Kkwa)a Mabaaiaiak, Kkaa 
Bahakar. 

Aakarartb, Mr. 0. B. 

Bakak, Maaivi Ihaik Rakiai. 

Baaaarjaa, Baba 4Uaa<ralai. 

Baraia, Ral lahlb IhuNbaaaa. 

Blrfcaiyra, Mr. H. 

Baaa, Mr. I. M. 

Battaailay. Mr. J. M. 

Bara, Mr. H. M. 

Bbaatfhari, Khaa Bakaiar Maaivi Aliaiaiiaaiaa. 
BkaaBkari, Kkaa BakaBar Maaivi Haisar Rakaiaa. 
BkavHlkary, Maaivi ANal Bbaai. 
fikawibary, Nail Batfl AkaitA. 

•ala, Mr. B. R. 

Das, Ral Bakaiar Kaailal Kaaar. 

•att, Ral Bakaiar or. Marlikaa. 

RRlIsy, Mr. R. B. A. 

farafal, Iks Naa'Ma Hawak K. B. M., Kkaa 
Bakaiar. 

Paawas, Mr. L R. 

•kataaN, Iks llaa*Ms AlkaiJ Mavak Bakaiar 
Mr Akialkarta^ at Mtiaar. 

•Bskrlst. Mr. R. H. 


BisMIai. Mr. D. 

Bttha. Baba Pratalla Kaiaar. 

Babs, Mr. P. H. 

Hasas, Kbaa Babaiar Maaivi Aaltai. 

HhI. Mr. B. P. 

Naaptr, Mr. B. B. 

Nasaia, Ravab Masharraf, Khaa Bakaiar. 
Massaia, Maaivi Makaaiauii. 

Haisala, Maaivi Latatat. 

Kbaa, Kkaa Bakaiar Maalvl Maaisaai All. 
Kbaa. Mr. Rasaar Rakaiaa. 

Khaa, Maaivi TaailaaiilB. 

Maiairs, Mr. L. T. 

Mllltr, Mr. 0. 0. 

MHtar. Iks Naa’Ms kir Piavasb Obaaisr. 
MiUsr, Mr. 1. B. 

MIttra, Baka karat Bkaaira. 

Ms lltk, Mr. Hakaaia Bshary. 

Raaiy, Makarala krisBhaBiia. al KastartMMr, 
Naaiaiaiila, Iks Maa'Ms Mr. RkBNiB. 

RIskall, Hr. B. K. 

PhUpal. Hr. N. B. V. 

PrsaUas, Iks Haa*Hs Mr WRMaas. 

SaassB, HaMvl AkaL 
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■qr, iiN Kfctttw 

Itr, tM NMlrtt tlf tijay Pmai liiigli. 
Ray. taN NarlteMt. 

Ray. Hr.taUttvtr 
Ray, Hr. larat Kaaiar. 

Ray. Mr. t. N. 

taatahritakaMaiM MalMaiaiai. 

•afcaaa. Raka Salya Klakar. 


•arkar, Ral lahM Rakctt HalMa. 
laa, Mr. R. R. 

•aa, Ral Rabaiar RIrta RbalMra. 
iaIalBMia. Maalvl Mabaaiaiai. 

Itataa. Mr. 4 . W. R. 

Tawaaab, Mr. N. P. |(. 

Walkar, Mr. W. A. M. 

WllkiaMa, Mr. H. R. 
Waaikaatf.tba Haa'Ma Mr. 4 . A. 


Ayes being 12 and Noes 63, the motion was lost. 


Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: I beg to move that in clause 11, 
in proposed section 123(7), line 1, for the ^^o^d ‘‘forthwith, “ the words 
“with due diligence” be substituted. 

Section 123(7) runs thus: “The Corporation siiall forthwith 
remedy any defects or irregularities tliat may i)e pointed out by the 
auditors, etc.” It .'rh'ius to be expecting too much from tlie (Corpora- 
tion that the defects pointed out by the auditors should be nunedied 
forthwitli. I think that even the (lovernment cannot remedy the 
defe<*ts pointed out by the auditors forthwith and those ^\ho have 
experience of working hwal self-governing bodies, know xtoy well 
that it is extremely difficult to remedy defects pointed out b\ auditors 
forthwith. Therefore, this seems to be a stringent provision and 
ought to be chang'ed. If the proviso is looked into, it will be seen 
that in case of a difference of opinion between the (’orporation and the 
auditors, if the (k)rporation do not remedy defects or irregulariticH 
within a period which is considered reasonable by the auditors certain 
steps may be taken. There also you will find that a reasonable period 
is spoken of. I do not know why in the original clause the word 
“forthwith" tvas used. So either my present amendment sliould be 
accepted or the other amendment No. Kil which I hav(‘ tabled along 
with some other memhers and in wdiich I suggest that the words 
“within a reasonable time” may be substituted for ilie word “forth- 
with” should be accepted. Witii these words 1 move my amendment. 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN CUPTA: 1 heg to move that in 
clause 11, in proposed section 1*23(7), in line 1, for tiie word “forth- 
with,” the words “within a reasonable be substituted. 

I adopt the arguments of my friend Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan, but 
I would only add that it is perhaps a drafting error that got the word 
“forthwith” to be placed there. It starts with “forthwith” and then 
goes on to say that if the Corporation do not remedy any defects 
“within a period considered tc» be reasonable by the auditors.” One 
thing prescribes a duty and the other prescribes a penalty for the non- 
performance of the duty. According to all the rules of drafting I 
should think that the two clauses being in the pari materia must l>e in 
the same language. 
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Mr. P. BAflERill* I beg to move that in clause 11, in pniposed 
section 123(1), Hn line 1, for the word ‘‘forthwith,” the words “within 
six months” be substituted. 

Neither the amendment of Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan which 
substitutes the words “with due diligence” nor the amendipent of 
Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta who wants to substitute the words 
“within a reasonable time,” speiufy any time-limit. In my amend- 
ment I have suggested that six months’ time should at least be given 
to the Cori)oratiori to remedy the defects. With this view, I move 
my amendment. 

Maulvi ABUL QUA8EM: 1 beg to move that in clause 11, in 
proposed section 123(7), in line 3, before the word “report,” the word 
“promptly” be inserted. 

f 

The main idea behind this amendment is that there should be no 
delay in meeting irregularities that may be pointed out. There is no 
indication as to when or at whai time the (Corporation should take 
action in such cases, and with the object tliat they may take action 
without undue delay, I suggest that the word “promptly” be placed 
before the word “taken”. I think it will be in consonance with the 
idea that all possible delay should be avoided. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: May I have your 
permission, Sir, to move an amendment to Mr. P. Banerji’s motion? 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: Is it at all necessary ? There ciV four amend- 
ments and could not you choose any one of them to speak on? 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Sir, my point is 
that with the exception of the amendment of Mr. P. Banerji, no other 
amendment aims at fixing any time-limit. Mr. P. Banerji 8uggest.s six 
months winch, to my mind, is tif.) long a period for the purpose, and 
I think that two months’ time is sufficient. It should not in any case 
exceed two months. I can say from my personal experience that in 
replying to audit objections the authorities concerned do require time 
to enable tliem fully to go into the objections and. try to meet them. 
The departmental heads have got to be consulted, and Ihe replies have 
got to be prepared and approved by the Board before the executive 
head of the local bmly is in a position to forward them to the Govern- 
ment. Therefore, neither the word “forthwith” nor the word 
“promptly” indicates what is a reasonable time and besides, who in 
to judge whether the explanations on the audit note have been submitted 
with due despatch or not. I think it is better to hx a time-limit mid 
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I ilidiild limit it to two months so that there may not be any 
ambtsruity in the matter. In tlie course of two moutha the Corporation 
ought to be able to reply to such objections. 

Mri PRESIDENT: You have given your reasons. If (loverument 
think fit, they may move an amendment if they so ileslre. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: There are four 
amendments before the House, one is of Mr. Tamiziiddin Kluin, who 
suggests that instead of the word “forthwith” the words “with due 
diligence” should be substituted; the second amendment is that of 
Mr. P. Banerji who wants to limit the time to “six months”; the third 
is of Mr. Abul Quasem who wants to make it “promptly,” and the 
fourth is that of Itai Baliadur Keshab Chandra Banerji who has sug* 
gested “two monthsf” First of all 1 submit that “forthwith” is the word 
(A voice: What about the motion of Dr. Sen (iuptay) used \n the 
Madras Act and the Bill clause follows the Madras Act and the word 
^‘forthwith” is used in other Acts too. Now the existing provision is 
“as soon as possible,” but this has proved ineffective. Necessarily 
Oovernment had to introduce the word “forthwith.’’ As I explained 
when moving the reference of the Bill to S(‘lect Committ(‘e in some 
cases the audit report was not placed before the (kirporation for four 
years. Reasonable time as suggested in amendment Nos. Ibl-lbd W(uild 
be too vague and would give very wide discretion to the Cor]M>ration. 
Mr. P. Ba?i(‘rji suggests “six months.” It is dang«M’ous to put down 
any definit(‘ time-limit. In some cas(‘s it may be dis])()sed of in two 
months and 411 others in a few days. So no definite tinu'-limit ought 
to be fixed; it is neither neces.sary nor desirable. The fourth amend- 
ment is for the substitution of the word “forthwith” by the word 
“promptly.” I think the word “forthwith” is good enough. 

Mauivi ABUL QUASEM : J Phe word “promptly” tloes not occur in 
my amendment. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. ITou cannot speak again. 

Mauivi ABUL QUASEM: I submit that the Hon’ble Minister is 
misrepresenting me. 

Thu HoiYbto Sir BNOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: At least the 
word “promptly” is unnecessary. 

On these grounds, I oppose all the amondmeuts. 
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Or. NAREtH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Does the proviso refer 
to the difference of opinion only or also where the Corporation do not 
differ from the auditors? 

Khui Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: May 1 have yo^ per- 
mission to say a few words? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, yon can, but I should like you to consider 
if you should after the Hon’ble Minister had'^l^eplied. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: It is really because of 
what the Hon’ble Minister has just spoken. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: But he would not be able to speak again. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: But Mr. Townend is 
there. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Mr. Sen is there. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I had no intention to stop you from speaking. 
1 wanted you to set an (‘xample. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: AVhat I feel is that in 
a mutter like this (Government should really consider the position of a 
local body which has to deal with crores of rupees. I have some 
experience of the administration of financial affairs of a district board, 
and 1 do not agree witli my friend, the Bai Bahadur, that altliough 
we have tried to deal with our financial affairs as (juickly as possible, 
I must frankly admit that in spite of the best efforts on the part of 
the executive, it is not always possible 

The Hon’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I put a 

question to my friend, Sir? Does, he approve of the wa> in which the 
Corporation is disposing of their audit reports? Tlie Corporation took 
four years to dispose of a A audit report. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: When I say that, I do 
not certainly support the method adopted by the Corporation nor do 
I support the method adopted by any local body which protracts the 
affairs of that local body for a considerable time. I have not much 
knowledge of the English language, but I think the word '‘forthwith” 
will probably put on the Corporation a duty which it would be impcNi- 
eible to perform if by the word “forthwith” is meant, what it is. I, 
therefore, think that Gtovemment should consider as to whether the 
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language should be so elastic as to enable the Corporation to take 
action on the audit report in such time within which it would be 
possible and reasonable for them to do. 

TN Hofi’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I rise on 
a point of explanation, because I will not have the tliaiice to reply. 
This will satisfy the Khan Bahadur. 

lift PRESIDENT: If the Khan Bahadur, who is still on his legs, 
has no objection. 

Khan Bahadur Maidvi AZIZUL HAQUE: Certainly, 1 am pre- 
pared to yield to the lion 'hie Minister’s desire to offer an explanation. 

The Hoii’ble Sit BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: ‘Forthwith’’ 
does not mean that the Corporation must dispose of the matter over- 
night. A reasonable time will certainly be given to the (\)rporation. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Then why not add an 

explanation that the word “forthwith” means “reasonable time”? 

Mauivi Tamizuddin Khan’s motion l)eing put, a division was taken 
with the following result : — 


••Mh, Mavhri SyM MaJM. 

■tMrJi, Mr. P. • 

BaM. Mr. Nartaira Kawar. 
Paatatlaii, Maaivi MaliaaiaMi4. 

BkaM. Dr. Analya Rataa. 

Hakiai, Maaivi AMal. 

Ntfaa. Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Aiiial. 
Kkaa, Maaivi TaaiiiaMla. 


AYES. 


Main. Mr. R. 

Maaktrlaa, Mr. lyaaiapraiatf. 
Ral Makaval. Maalaira Oak. 
Ray, Mr. Ikaati Ikakkaraiwar. 
Raat, Raka Nasaai. 

Saaiatf, Maaivi Akkai. 

Sta Rapta, Dr. Naraik Okaaira 
•kak, Maaivi AkPal Haaili. 


NOES. 


Atkvartk. Mr. 0. R. 

BaMr|i, Rai Rakadar Kaakak Okaakra. 

Raaaarlaa, Raka JllaaPralal. 

RaraM. Rai taklk Paaakaaaa. 

RlvfcMyra, Mr. N. 

Baaa, Hr. 1. M. 

■attaMlay, Hr. 4. M. 
mum. Hr. H. M. 

RRaaikarl, Kkaa Rakaiar Haaivi Maitar RakaMa. 
Rkfwikary, Haalvl Akkal Rkaai. 

Rk awi k ary, Nag Ra«i AkaMk. 

•kM,Hr.R.R. 

mm, Ral Rakaiar Kaaiiai Kaaiar. 
Ri|lay.Hr.^H.R.A. ^ 

P aatR al , Ikf Haa*kla Rawak K. R. H. Kkaa 

Ptwaaa, Hr. L. R. 


ftrgataa. Hr. R. H. 

Rkaiaavl#tka Naa'kit AlkaiJ Ravak Rakaiar 
Hr AkMkarlai. af Diliaar. 

Rilakrltt, Hr. R. N. 

Rtaiiiaf. Hr. 0. 

Raka, Raka frtfalla Kaaiar. 

Raka, Hr. P. N. 

Naci, Hr. R. P. 

Naapa r. Hr. R. R. 

MaMla, Ravak Haikarraf, Kkaa Rakaiar. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Rakaiar Haatvi Haanaai Ail. 

Kkaa, Hr. Rataar Rakaiaa. 

Haf alrv, Hr. L. T. 

HIHar, Hr. 6. 0. 

MHtar. tka Raa'Ma Hr Prataak HNMiar. 
Httlar,Hr.l.R. 

Hfitra, Raka karat kkaaira. 
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WiHftk, Mr. Mvkwite Muff. 

M«li«raja frit 0li)airt, tf Kaslatanr. 
MttlnHMiKf Ik* HM*Mt Mr. Kk«a|«. 

Mltkkll. Mr. e. K. 

I»kllpkt, Mr. M. 0. V. 
fTMtlM. tkt HM'klf lir WiillMi. 

Maalvf Ak«l. 

llaknM, Mr. A. F. M. AkAvr-. 

Mil, Aiki KkfHtr Mikii. 

Miy, tiki NigtiAra Naraiii. 

Mil, tkt Nti’kto lir tijti FratiA tlitk. 

Miy, liki Nirlktita. 

May, Mr. Iiilttirar Ilifk. 


Kiy, Mr. lint KiMir. 

Riy, Mr. i. R. 

laiAatillak, Mairfvi MakiaMiA. 
Iikaia, Riki iilya Kiikir. 
iarfctr. llai laklk Rtkatf Makaa. 
ita, Mr. ■. R. 

Ita, Rai RakaAar Qlrit CkaaAra. 
ttovaa. Mr. A. W. R. 

Tkaantaa, Mr. W. M. 
TawataA.Mr. N. F. V. 

Walktr. Mr. W. A. M. 

WUklataa, Mr. H. R. 

WaaAktaA, tki Naa’klt Mr. A. A. 


The Ayes being 16 and the Noes 58, the motion was lost. 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta’s motion was then put and lost. 
Mr. r. Banerji’s motion was then put and lost. 

Maulvi Ahul Quasem’s motion was by leave of the House withdrawn. 
^The Council was then adjourned for 15 miniitijs ff)r prayer.) 


(After adjournment.) 


Khan Bahadur Maulvi AZIZUL HAQUE: Sir, may I refer to the 
fact that some of us have been very much inconvenienced on account 
of the prolonged discu.ssion. So, would it not be convenient to have 
to-morrow a prolonged sitting, if not an all-night sitting? I have 
oonsulted certain leaders of the House and they find considerable 
difficulty in sitting up till late hours to-night, but some of them have 
no objection if we have a prolonged sitting to-morrow. 


The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Generally 
speaking, the attitude of Government is not to curtail legitimate 
opportunities for discussion. If Government really wanfhd that, then 
they could have taken steps towards that end. But there is one ])oint 
of view wliich I would like to place before the House. Each sitting 
of the Council costs a certain amount of money and it is perhaps some- 
thing between Rs. 1,600 to Rs. ‘.^,000. I have been watching these 
proceedings for a number of <lays. 1 would like to put this t(> them 
who took part in these prolongetj discussions. If they thought that 
they were discharging their duty to their voters during these pro- 
longe<1 discussions, now iliat they had full opportunity to discharge 
that duty is it not time that they should take into •on.sideration their 
responsibility to the tax-payers and whether they could not find out 
Home means to adjust both these duties? 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: If there is a definite proposal, 
I can Oonsult my friends and let you know our views cm the matter, 
but if it is put in a vague way, it is not possible to do anything. 

Mr. PRi8IDENT: I may tell the House that the adjournment of 
the House is entirely in my hands. If I find that we are not mmkittg 
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good progress, we must have a somewhat longer sitting to-night. 
Probably that would obviate the necessity of an •all-night sitting 
to-morrow. Everything will depend on what progress we make. 


Mf. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: We did nut know that there 
might be a prolonged sitting to-night so that some of us made other 
arrangements and others have already left. 

Mr* PRESIDENT: I do not mean an all-night siHing. It should 
not cause any inconvenience to anybody if we sit a hit longer than 
usual to-night. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN CUPTA: 1 heg to move that in 
clause 11, in the pfoviso to proposed section in lines ami 10, 

after tplie words “it shall be competent to the liOt'al Oo\ernment,‘’ 
the following words be inserted, namely: — 

“after receiving and considering any explanation that may he given 
by the Corporation.” 

Sir, I would not have thought it necessary to make a speech except 
for the fact that the Hon’ble Minister seems to he under a mis- 
apprehension with regard to this proviso. The proviso mentions two 
contingencies, namely, (/) if there is a difference of opinion hetwtnui 
the Corporation and the auditors, and {^) if the (\>rporation do not 
remedy any defect or irregularity within a period considered hy the 
auditors to be reasonable. In either of these two joiilingencies the 
matter shall be referred to the Ijoeal (Government ; so far so good. I 
support it is understood that the auditor will refer the mailer to the 
Local (lovernment within such time, etc., and it shall he competent 
to the Local (lovernment to puss such orders thereon as they think 
fit. Now’, where there has been a differem'e of opinion hetwec'ii tho 
Corporation and the auditor, there need he no occasion for a furtlier 
explanation from the Corporation, 1)ecause on such a reference both 
points of view’ will he placed before the (lovernment hy the (h)rporaliou 
and the auditor. But in the oilier contingency, w’liere th(‘ Corporation 
has not remedied tlie defects or the irregularities witliin the time the 
auditor considers reasonable, the reference is made by tbe auditor alone 
and the Corporation knows nothing about it. Ami the lioeal (lovern- 
ment passes orders upon the records placed before it. I want that it 
should be provided that before tbe liocal Government takes action it 
should receive and consider any explanation that may be given by 
the Corporation. There is no question of principle in it. It is a 
^uestioA of mere fairness and' as a matter of fact in practice the 
OoT^nment always gives the party e-onesrned an opportunity of 
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explaining. I want to have it provided in the Act itself. The words 
“it shall be com]ietent to the Local Government to pass orders thereon 
as they think fit” are taken from section 123 of the present Act. In 
that section it is provided that it shall be the duty of “the Corporation 
to report” to the Local Government as soon as possible the action 
taken by them or in the case of a difference of opinion between the 
Corporation and the auditors the action taken by them. After the 
receipt of the report of the Corporation it shall be competent to the 
Local Government to pass such orders as they think fit. Therefore, 
section 123 already provides for an explanation or report by the 
Corporation before the Government order is passed, whereas the Bill 
clause dot's not give any opportunity to the Corporation to explain 
before Government takes any action in a case where there is no 
(liffereme of opinion. Now, no doubt it may be argued that it is a 
cose of default and when the Corporation has defaulted in doing a 
thing, they should be penalised. But that need not necessarily be 
so. Tliere may be difficulties in the way of complying witli the 
requirements of the auditor which may take time. The Corporation 
ought at l(*ast to have an opportunity to explain the delay and whether 
action cun be taken on it or whether action (*annot be taken on it or 
whether there is a difference of opinion. There may be numerous 
things which may arise. T have not been a member of the ('orporation, 
but I have been a member of a body whose accounts arc audited by 
Government auditors. I know that to remedy all the defects pointed 
out by the auditors sometimes involves a great deal of time and that 
amount of time may not be available to the (Corporation. Tender the 
circumstances, the Corporation must have an opportunity of explain- 
ing the reasons for the delay. It may be said why I ask that it should 
be incorporated in the statute. The reason is that in the first place 
it is always better to have a legal right and in the second place because 
this Bill and this clause in particular has been hatched in an atmosphere 
of suspicion and mistrust. The Hon’ble Minister has more than once 
asked us not to mistrust the (iovernment but he has always mistrusted 
the Corporation. Many times over there has been lused an expression 
of mistrust towards the (erporation. AVhen it was pointed out in 
connection with other maffers that there was no occasion for certain 
changes, the Minister insisted that although such an occasion had not 
arisen, nevertheless it was necessary to have it because he suspected 
that the (Jorpuration might act wrongly hereafter. While there is 
that amount of suspicion on the part of the Government, the corre- 
sponding suspicion on the part of the other side may be excusable. 
The safest thing would, therefore, be to have it incorporated in the 
statute. 


TN Hon^bto Sir INOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I rise to oppose 
this amendment. This clause contemplates two situations. One is 
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thAi the Corporation shall forthwith remedy any defects or irregularities 
that may be pointed out when there is no difference of opinion between 
. the Corporation and the auditors, and the other is when there is a 
difference of opinion, the matter shall be referred to the liocal Govern- 
ment* In the proviso it is clearly laid down that if there is a difference 
of opinion between the Corporation and the auditors, the matter shall 
be referred to the Local Government within such time and in such 
manner as the Local Government may prescribe by rule. I think the 
Local Government may by rule lay down that the auditors while 
putting up the case will also put up the case as given by the Corpora- 
tion. So it is not necessary to include in tlie Act (lie amendment 
proposed by Dr. Stm Gupta, because his proposal is tliat it should 
cover both these cases. 

• 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: 1 think the Minister has not 
followed what Dr. Sen Gupta .said. AVhat Dr. Sen Gupta said was 
that the clause would l)e operative in two ca.ses, namely, where there 
would be a difference of opinion ah initio between the Corporation and 
the auditors and secondly wliere the Corporation has not carried out 
the directions of the auditors. It is iiot, as the llon’ble Minist^'r has 
put it, a case of where there is no difference of opinion or where there 
is a difference of opinion. I take it what the amendment seeks to do 
is bare justice. Where there is a difference of opinion betueen the 
Corporation and the auditors, the opinion of the Corporation will be 
forwarded to the Local Government, but where the Coiporation has 
not remedied the defects, tliere tlie opinion of the Corporation will not 
be before the auditors and therefore only tlie directions of the auditors 
will be before Government. The grounds for neglect will not be 
before the auditors and it will not be po.ssible for Gie auditors to 
forward them to Government. Therefore, T think that the.se words are 
not unne<*essary and I may also .say that I do not attaidi any importance 
to the reasons given by Dr. Sen Gupta that the Minister for JjocuI 
Self-Government has omitted this becau.se he does not like the 

Corporation. I do not attach any value to such a statement. 1 do 
think myself that having been a membef of the Corporation for a 
long time the Minister must have some love for the Corporation, 
however, mystic or distant that love may be, it does not matter. He 
must have some love for the Corporation, and I do not think he would 
intentionally injure the Corporation in this Bill. A Minister’s is after 
all a temporary office, and I should say that even if the present 
Minister is not in office, he would not want the Ix)cal Government to do 
sometbiag by way of passing an order in the case of the Corporation 
negleciing to carry out the directions of the auditors behind their 
back. I do not see that there is any harm in adding these words ; rather 
they will im^^ove the clause. 



m 


GOTERNMENT BILL. 


[6th Sept*, 


Dr. Naresh Chandra *Sen Gnpta’g motion was then put and lost. 

BabU KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: I beg to move that in 
clause 11, in the proviso to proposed section 123(7), in lines 11 to 13, 
for the words ‘^The orders of the Loral Government shall, .siive as 
provided in sections 123B and 123C, be final” be omitted. 

My point is that if there be any remedy the finality of the executive 
order may be deleted. If there is any objection and if there is any 
remedy in law courts that should not be taken away, and I think the 
clause should be so amended that there may not be any bar for any- 
one to ask for any remedy in the law court. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, these words 
are in the existing section 123, where the Local Government can pass 
such orders as they think fit upon such report and such orders shall 
be final. Kishori Babu’s amendment will mean that this powt^r will 
be deleted and will render the Corporation independent of any check 
or control; 1 oppose the motion. 

The motion was put and lost. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Mr. President, Sir, 1 
beg to move that in clause 11, proposed section 123B(/), be omitted. 

Sir, at the outset I should like to remove a misapprehension. My 
object is not to prevent any provision being made for realising any 
sum wliich might have been spent contrary to law, <.r by negligence 
or misconduct of any person in the (k)rporation. Some such provi- 
sion must be made, but unfortunately the provisions tliat have been 
made are neither necessary nor conceived with that deliberation and 
sound judgment that ought to have characterised it. Sir, in saying 
that tiu* provision was not necessary I would first of all refer to the 
position under the present Act. Section 123 of Ilje present Act 
provides tliat it shall be the duty of tlie Corporation to report to the 
Ltaal Government ns soon as possiible the action taken by them, or in 
the case of difference of opinion between the Corporation and the 
auditor of the action whi(^h they propose to take in respect of any 
defect or irregularity that might have been pointed out by the auditor. 
First of all, there is the audit report, after that the Corporation reports 
to the Local Government, and after that it is provided that after 
receiving the report from the Corporation it shall be competent to the 
Local Government to pass such order as they think fit on the report, 
and such order shall be final. I take it, and at any rate my reading 
of the section is that it gives the Local Government power to say that 
any such sum said to have been misspent or spent beyond the powera 
of the Corporation or misappropriated owing to neglect or miecondnci 
of any person — that such sum shall be recovered fron^ that person. 
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Tli^ liocal Government has got that power under this section and that 
order is final. It is not open to revision in any place. Tf the Local 
government makes such an order, no doubt ii can do .so now. This 
claufte seeks further to provide a machinery for Ihe recovery of the 
sum according to their orders. What Government thinks is that that 
machinery is provided by the clauses whit h are here. Ihit it is not as 
if the Government are altogether helpless in such matters even under 
the law as it stands. Assuming that the audit report discloses the 
misappropriation of Corporation funds by a person or unauthorised 
expenditure of a certain amount which should not have been spent. 
Government’s first duty would be to make an order under the present 
section 123 that such sum be recovered, from that person who is 
responsible. If such an order hud been matle by the Government, I 
take it, that the Corporation, having regard to the language of the 
section “that this trder shall be final,” would not have hesitated or 
would not have failed to give cfiect to the order and to recover the 
money *from the person who is responsible. Government might also 
under this section give an order to any officers of the (k)rporation, say, 
the (.3iief p]xecutive Officer or the Chief Accountant, or whoever it 
might be, to recover the money and that order would never have been 
disobeyed. Supposing such an order had been disobeyed, Government 
in that case was not without any remedy either. Once Government 
had made that order and the Corporation disobeyed it, Govcunnumt or 
any rate-payer for the matter of that, could have gone to the High 
Court for a writ of mandamus, and by that writ of mandamus the 
Corporation could be compelled to carry out the order. I am afraid 
that the legal con.sequeiices of non-compliance with the words of this 
section have not been adequately appreciated, but the fact stands that 
Government evidently felt that under section 123 they had not the 
power to set in motion a machinery for the purpose of recovering any 
amount which has been misspent. It is no doubt true that tho 
present Bill seeks to provide a machinery for the recovery of such a 
sum in which there w'ould be no oci'usioii to rely upon the (.-orporation 
or go to any court. This Bill setiks to authorise the auditors of 
Government to make a surcharge and without even going up to the 
Local Government. And if there is any dispute as to the question of 
the liability of the parties it is for the parties surcharged to go to the 
court and appeal against it. In one sense it puts the person against 
whom a surcharge has been made in a better position than under the 
section in the present Act. If under the present section the Lo<>al 
Government makes an order upon the report of the auditors that such 
and such a sum should be recovered from sut^h and such an officer 
of the Corporation, that order bec^omes absolutely final and is not 
open to challenge in any court. But under the present Bill an order 
ol such surcharge is open to challenge in a court of law and it is open 
to the person si^harged to show that he is not liable to the surcharge. 
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But at the same time the machinery of the court is dispensed with — 
the necessity of compelling the Corporation or any officer of the 
Corporation by an application to the Court to carry out the order ig 
dispensed with altogether. Why? Because, evidently, Government 
suspects that the Corporation may not carry out any such orders if 
they pass them. Sir, the pith of the matter lies in this that the 
Government has had no occasion up to the present time to exercise the 
power which they have under section 123 and it cannot be said that 
they did make an attempt to exercise those powers but that by reason 
of the obstructiveness of the Corporation or for some other reason they 
failed to carry out their purpose. If that be so there would have been 
no justification for making a departure from the present procedure. 
So far as the procedure is concerned, on the whole, there is not much 
essential difference between the two. It is quite conceivable that 
there may be a procedure by which a surcharge could be made and 
enforced without going to the court, as is done in many places. But my 
objection to this is that, firstly, there are numerous details in this clause 
which require correction. The clause has not been framed in that 
atmosphere of deliberation that ought to have been there and the result 
is a defective clause. Therefore, if Government wants that there 
should bo a different machinery for making a surcharge from the 
present one let them do it by all means, but after fuller (-onsideration, 
and, after a full consultation, amongst others with tlie Corporation — 
after the mist of distrust has been cleared and they know exactly where 
they stand. As it is it has been made abundantly (dear during the 
debate in this House that Government hatched this Bill in a moment 
of irritation, an irritation, w^hich was most clearly manifested in the 
letters written by Government to the Corporation and in the subse- 
quent communiques and in the speeches that have been made in this 
Houst> — that they made it in an atmosphere in which such an important 
piece of legislation ought not to have been introdiued. Then again, 
as I liave said, the urgency of such legislation has not been proved, 
because in the first place Government has never exercised its pow’ers 
wdiich already exist under section 123 and, in the second place, 
although much has been said about the misdeeds of the Corporation in 
regard to these matters we have not yet heard that with legard to all 
JOT any of these items the auditors have made any specific objection, 
that the Corporation has submitted a report under section 123 or that 
a report under section 123 has been called for from the Corporation and 
that Government has taken any action upon it. Take for instanoe the 
question of the electric scheme. The expenditure which has been 
challenged as being an expenditure on a scheme which ought to be 
included within the comprehensive scheme now under the consideration 
^f Government is said to be expenditure which is unauthorised by law. 
We have not yet heard whether the auditors have said so or objected 
to the expenditure on that ground and we have not yet heard of the 
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Government has taken upon that objection. Then again take 
thit mstance of Messrs. Bando and Co.'s contract. *'rhe matter has 
been very much talked about in this House. The utmost that can be 
'said in respect of Bando’s contract is that the Corporation acted in a 
very indiscreet manner. They spent a lot of money on a piece of 
work w’hich they might have done more economically; but it cannot 
be said that the item of expenditure was illegal or was one which 
could be surcharged even under the clause as it is proposed now. I 
have looked into the question closely ; I have looked into the section 
as it stands and the clause which it is proposed to he introduced. I 
do not want to tire the Council by going into details. I say from a 
close examination of those cases which I have studied tliat it is my 
opinion that this clause will not enable the Government to surcharge 
in respect of at least three-fourths of the items which have been said 
to be wTongful expenditure by the Corporation. I say that this clause 
has not been drawn up with reference to all the cir<*umstances that are 
necessffry to consider. If it had been so drawn up, there would have 
been no difficulty. Take the Governimuit (ase. The Government 
case is tliat there had been certain cases of expenditure which were 
undesirable and which ought to have been prevented. Let us ask our- 
selves whether this clause in the form in which it is proposed would 
enable the Government to recover those grants. AVc* find that it 
would not. If it is so, the matter has got to be further investigated. 
If these are matters which have to be brought into the section, the 
section has got to be amended. Therefore, 1 say tliat tlie matter is 
one which requires a much fuller consideration, a much closer 
inquiry into the details of the transactions which ere sought to be 
examined and which should not be carried through in a hurry and in 
a most irritated temper. By reason of what I need not say, an 
atmosphere of very great heat has lieen created ; on the one hand it 
has been said Government are iiiterealed m tW h^ tric Supply 
Corporation and on the other hand it has been said that tiie (kirporation 
want to have improper expenditure on those lines and words have been 
bandied with them and any amount of heat has been caused and the 
result is the clause. As an impartifll lawyer I must say that it is not 
> adequate for the purpose, it is not more ade^juate than the section that 
already exists. I should not like to go into the circumstances which 
have been discussed already with regard to the suggestion that all this 
has been done in a hurry in order to safeguard the interests of the 
Electric Supply Corporation against further inroads into the income 
by the action of the Corporation. This has been stoutly denied by 
the Government. They have said that they had not got any interest 
in the Electric Supply Corporation. With regard to that I do not 
want to make any insinuatiem or any suggestion of unworthy interest 
but I would only refer to one particular fact which woldd show that 
the Government has an interest in the affairs of the Bil»ctric Supply 
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Corporation which cannot be altogether neglected. C^oramnent do 
enjoy the benefit of the supply of electric current from the Electric 
Supply Corporation at preferential rates, rates which are given to 
them on the basis o£ a law which does not authorise them to have it. 
It is a clear case of undue preference as I read the section in the 
Electricity Act. I do not want to go into the details of that Act, 
but Government do get electricity at a much cheaper rate than the 
ordinary consumer and therefore one need not impute bad motives 
when one says that Government are interested in the Electric Supply 
Corporation. 


The Hoffbie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Dr. Sen Gupta s 

amendment says that in clause 11, proposed section 123(2) be omitted. 
Though Dr. Sen Gupta has admitted that he would like very much a 
section like that put in the Municipal Act he does not approve of the 
clause as it is drafted and his main argument in opposing this clause 
is that Government already possess sufficient power under the exist- 
ing Act and this clause is, therefore, quite superfluous. He refers to 
section 123 of the (/alcutta Municipal Act where it is said that any 
order passed l)y Government would be final and Dr. Sen Gupta’s 
contention is that Government never tried to exercise their power 
given to them under section 123. I may tell him that Government 
considered the power quite cumbrous and they took legal opinion and 
the Advocate-General’s opinion was that this did not give Government 
any power to enforce their decision. So it is quite ineffective. The 
Advocate-General’s opinion has got to be followed. Therefore, this 
clause has been introduced. This clause is not something which 
Mr. Townend or I have hatched amongst ourselves, but it is taken 
bodily from well-known English statutes and other Indian statutes 
such as the Madras Act. We have taken practically the whole thing 
from other statutes which are based on experience. So there can 
be no objection to it because in other provinces it has proved effective. 
I see no reason wliy it will not prove effective in Calcutta as Dr. Sen 
Gupta seems to think. That is all, and I do not think I need say 
anything more, on the subject. Tiiis is the most important provision 
in tlie Bill and if this clause is deleted, the Bill will be quite useless. 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta’s motion was then put and lost. 


Mri PRESIDENT: Before I adjourn the Council, I should like 
to tell the members that His Excellency the Governor has directed 
thet for the remainder of this session the Council shall sit at 2-30 
instead of 3 p.m. 

Adjouminent 

The Council was then adjourned until 2-30 p.m. on Thursday, the 
7th September, 1933, at the Council Ho^se, Calcutta. 
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Proetedings of the Bengal Legislative Council assembled under 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. 


The •Council met in the (’ounril Chamber in the ('oiincil House, 
Calcutta, on Thursday, the 7th September, 19-ld, at 2--U) p.rn. 


Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon’ble Raja Sir Manmatha Nath Ray 
Chaudhuhi, kt., of Saiitosh), in the Chair, the four Hon'ble Members 
of the Executive Council, the three Hon’ble Ministers, and 98 nominated 
and elected members. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Cattle and cattle fodder. 

•170. Rat Bahadur SATYENDRA KUMAR DAS: (a) Will the 
Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Agriculture and Industries Depart- 
ment be pleased to state the condition of the cattle and cattle fodder 
in Bengal? 

(6) Is any experiment being made in the Agricultural Farm at 
Dacca with regard to cattle fodder? If ho, with what result? i 

(c) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware that lilac pest or water-hyacinth 
is a great menace to cattle fodder in Eastern Bengal? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, what action, if any, 
Government have taken to preserve the grazing ground and fwlder for 
cattle in Eastern Bengal? 

MINISTER in oharg. of ACRICULTI^RE and INDUSTRIES 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Nawab K. C. M. Faroqui, Khan 

Bahadur): (a) The condition of cattle and cattle fodder in Bengal is 
on the whole favourable, compared with that of ten years ago. People 
are taking much more interest in cattle and are growing more fodder 
for them. There is a noticeable improvement in the stock in the 
districts of Nadia and Malda. 

(b) Yes. The results of field experiments with fodder crops are 
embodied, in the annual reports of the Agricultural Department. As 
regards animal nutrition work a grant of Rs. 48,950 has been made by 
the Imperial Council of Agricultural Research for this province 
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period of 6 years. The results are published in the Annual Beportt 
of the Agricuftural Chemist, Bengal. Copies of the Annual Eeporta 
of the Department of Agriculture, Bengal, for the years 1930-31 ai?d 
1931-32, are placed on the Library table. 

(c) Water-hyacinth is not considered to be a menace to fodder 
crops, as no good fodder crop can be grown in water. Further, there 
are no real grazing fields in Eastern Bengal. 

(d) Does not arise. Every attempt is, however, being made by the 
Agricultural Department to encourage the growing of fodder crops, 
especially napier grass, juar, maize and groundnuts on high lands and 
also making silage from nnjt paddy straw, green grass and water- 
hyacinth. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Has propaganda 
work been actually done among the cultivators for the department is 
carrying on the experiment within the limits of the Dacca Fa.rm? 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: Yes, 
propaganda has been made. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: In how many 
districts the work has already commenced? 

The Hcn’ble Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: 1 

should like to have notice. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: With reference to (d), does the 
Hon’ble Minister mean that the water-hyacinth is used for cattle 
fodder P 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur; When 

used in silage. 


Central 8ugar Committee. 

*171. Rai Bahadur '8ATYENDRA KUMAR DAB: (a) Will the 
Hon'ble Minister in charge of the Agriculture Department be pleased 
to state whether there is any member from Bengal on the Central 
Sugar Committee? 

(h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state who he is and how is he connected with 
the sugar industiy in Bengal? 

(c) If there is none from Bengal on the said Committee, wiH ithe 
Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state why they have not lumimated as^ 
member to the said Committee from Bengal? 
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ni Hon'bte Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur i (a) No. 

(6) The question does not arise. 

(cj The question of representation of Bengal oif the Coiniuittee is 
under consideration. 


Insanitary condition of Chanditala poUoOiotation. 

•172. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHABAI: (a) With reference to 
the reply given to starred question No. 28 of the 13th March, 1933, 
will the Hon’ble Minister in charge of the Ijocal Self-Government 
Department he pleased to lay on the table a statement, showing the 

following in the Chanditala police-station — 

• 

(i) the total number of deaths from all diseases in the years 1931 
• and 1932; 

(it) the total amount spent through the Sanitary Inspector in 
distributing medicine and giving other relief in the year 
1932; and 

{Hi) the total amount spent in maintaining the establishment of the 
Sanitary Inspector in the year 1932 P 

(h) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state whether, in the 
year 1932, the District Magistrate, Hooghly, visited the affected areae 
of the Chanditala police-station to find out the rcwd-cause of the heavy 
increase in death rate? 

(c) Are the Government considering the desirability of establishing 
ft charitable dispensary at Janai at the expense of Government? 

(d) Is it a fact that only a limited number of people (deared jungles, 
tanks and drains in res{)on8e to the beat of drum given and notice* 

issued in some cases by the union board, Janai? 

• 

{e) Will the Hon’ble Minister be pleased to state on whose report 
the reply that these measures are reportef^ to have led to a great 
improvement was based? 

if) If the answer to (d) is in the affirmative, will the Hon’ble 
Minister be pleased to state what action has been taken to have the 
above measures fully carried into effect? 

(g) Is it a fact that the Central Co-operative Anti-malaria Society, 
which organised work for the clearance of the Saraswati river through 
volunteers from the local society, have abandoned their work and the 
ftftid river is now on her former moribund state, viz., full of water* 
hyacinth without any regular flow of water? 
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(h) Ift it a fact that the Bietrict Health Officer^ Hooghiy (Mr. B. 
Ganguli), refused to render any medical help on an application for 
such help, made by the president, union board, Janai, to oomllitt 
malaria and other diseases on the ground that he had to pay more ‘atten- 
tion to other important villages? 


MINISTER in charge of LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT DEPART- 
MENT (the Hon’ble Sir BiJoy Prasad Singh R(^>: (a){i) A state- 
ment is laid on the table. 

Total number of deaths from all causes — 

1931— 1,776. 

1932— 2,219. 

(ii) Rupees 91. 

{Hi) Rupees 1,584. 

(6) He visited Janai in July, 1932, to see the Saraswati reclama- 
tion work. 

{c) No. 

{d) Large tracts of jungles were cleared by the Anti-malarial 
Society of Janai in close co-operation with the union board. Many 
people also cleared their lands and ponds in obedience to notices issued 
by the union board. 

(c) The local officers. 

(/) Does not arise. 

{g) The local anti-malarial societies are doing their best to keep 
the river clear of water-hyacinth, and where there are no such societies 
the union boards have been asked to do the work. The river is now 
full of water and quite navigable. 

{h) It is rep<mted that no such application was made. 


Transfer of agricultural lands to non-agriculturists. 

M73. Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: (a) Is the Hon ble Minister 
in charge of the Agriculture and Industries Department aware that 
agricultural lands in the province are rapidly passing into the hands of 
non-agriculturists from those of agriculturists through involuntaiy 
wlesP 

^ (h) If the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, do the Govemiiieat 
intend taking any steps to check the process? 
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TIM Hoii'M* Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: (a) The 

Cabiaet Economic Committee recently inquired into the extent to which 
l^ereditary cultivating classes in Bengal are being expropriated by 
tliM who do not themselves cultivate the land. *The results of this 


inquiry go to show that the process of such expropriation taiinot be 
said to be rapid in Bengal. 


{b} Apart trojn measures for the amelioration of the general 
economic condition of agriculturists, Government do not jiropose to 
take specific steps to prevent transfer of land by involuntary sales. 


Middle class unemployment. 

M74. Rai Sahib 8ARAT CHANDRA BAL: {a) Will the Hon ble 

Minister in charge of the Agriculture and Industries Department be 
pleased to state — 

(t) what step, if any, has l)een taken to solve the uneinploynient 
problem of the middle classes; and 

(it) wliat step has been taken for imparting training in industries? 


(b) Is it tkfact that the Government have got demonstration parties? 

(c) If the answer to (b) is in the affirmative, are the Government 
considering the desirability of sending within a very short time one such 
party to the Faridpur district, specially to Goi>alganj and Madaripur? 


The Hon’ble Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: (a) (i) 

and (it) The member is referred to my speech in Council on the 8th 
instant in connection with the resolution mo%d by Mr. Anunda Mohan 
Poddar relating to middle class unemployment. There is nothing fur- 
ther to add. 

(h) Yes. 

(c) The deputation of demonstration parties to different parts of the 
province is made in consultation with the District Advisor^' Associa- 
tions established under the Unemployment Relief Scheme. At the 
instance of the Faridpur District Advisory Association one ijotter's 
party has already been sent to work at Rajbari in that district. 
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Calcutta CwporatiMk 

» 

*175. Babu AMULYAOHAN RAY: (a) Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in char^^e of the Local Self-OoTernment Department be pleased' 
to state — 

(i) how many Councillors are there on IIm present Corporation of 
(Calcutta; and 

(iV) how many of them are Hindus and Muhammadans and of 
scheduled castes !*' 


(h) Ts the Hon'lde Minister aware that a fair number of scheduled 
caste members souj^ht election to the Calcutta Corporation but they did 
not succeed with one single exception? 

(r) Will the Hoii’ble Minister be pleased to state the names of the 
nominated (^mncillors with their qualifications? 

(J) Is it a fact that there were candidates of the scheduled caste 
among whom there were lawyers, barristers and an engineer? 

(r) Have any one of those referred to in (d) been nominated? If 
not, why not? 


The Hon’IHe Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (ri)(i) 91. 

(ft) There are Miihammadans ; the other information is not 
available. 

(0), (d) and (c) The member is referred to the reply to his starred 
question No. 145. 

(c) The member is referred to the Calcutta Gazette Extraordinary 
of l‘Uh April, 19dd, in which the names were published. 

The Act does not prescribe any qualifications for nomination. 


MauIvi SYED MA4ID BAKSH: With reference to (u), is it 
impossible to get a return for the number of Hindus? 


TIia HoiPMt Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: There is no siioli 
term as Hindus. 



QUESTIONS. 


4 » 


I9^fi 


B^giampitr Stitiwi on Cast Htiiian Railway. 


^178. MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: \a) Ts the Hou'blo 
iTember in charjre of the Public Works (Railways) Department aware — 

(i) that the number of monthly ticket-holders from the Refirumpur 

station /)n the IIowrah-Burdwan Chord of the East Indian 
Railway were nearly 8()0 when the station was first opened 
for passenger and goods traffic; and 

(ii) tlmt it has been now reduced to less than halfP 


(h) Is ilie Hon ’We Member also aware — 

(i) that there is no puvca feeder road from Panchnbnti, Junai, 
leading direct to the station ; and 

(it) that there is no raised platform at the Begumpur station? 


(c) Is it a fact that the Dankuni station next to the Begumpur 
station on the down line which has got similar passenger traffic but less 
goods traffic has got raised platforms? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, what are the reasona 
for the differentiation? 


MEMBER in charge of PUBLIC WORKS (RAILWAYS) 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Mr. «l. A. Woodheaif): (n){i) and 

(ti) Records covering tlie period when the station was (»pened liave been 
destroyed in accordam^e with the railway rules and hence a comparison 
of present and past traffic cannot be made. Since 1930 there has been a 
falling off in tickets issued. 

(h) (i) There is a footpath 4 to o cubits in breadth running from 
Panchabati, Janai, to the .station, which is partly pucca. 

(ii) Yes. 

(c) Yes. 

(d) Consequent on the remodelling of Dankuni station as a junction 
lot the Calcutta Chord Railway, raised platforms and an overbridga 
have been provided. 
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UNSTARRED QUESTIONS 

(antwm to which were laid on the table) 

Ben^ Booretariat Death Benefit Booiety. 

71. Mauivi NURAL ABBAR CHOUDHURY: (a) Is the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Agriculture and Industries (Co-operative) 
Deptirtment aware that there is functioning in Calcutta an organisa- 
tion of Government employees called the Bengal Secretariat Death 
Benefit vSnciety registered under the Co-operative Societies Act? 

(b) Is the Hon’ble Minister aware that the existing constitution 
of the said Society has been recently examined by an Actuary who 
has pronounced it to be financially unsound? 

(c^ What control, if any, do the Gfivernment exercise (jvci the 
oi)erations of this Society? '' 

(d) If the answer to {h) is in the aflirmative, will the flon'ble 
Minister bo pleased to state whether Government propose taking any 
utep to cause the Society to be put on a sound financial basis? 

The Hon’hle Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: ia) and 

(h) Yes. 

(c) The Society is annually audited under section 17 (1) of the 
Co-operative Societies Act, II of 1912. The Registrar of Co-o{?erative 
Societies may also hold an inquiry into the constitution, working and 
financial condition of the Society under section 35 (7) of Co-opi^rative 
Societies Act and may cancel the registration of the Society on the 
result of such an inquiry under section 39(7) of the Act, 

(d) It is understood that while the Committee of Management of 
the Swiety is anxious to introduce the scheme suggested by the 
Actuary', the general iKniy of members are opposed to this and have 
at a general meeting held on 20th May, 1933, ap|x>inted a sub-committee 
to inquire and report how the defects, if any, in the existing constitu- 
tion of the Society can l>e remedied. The Co-operative De|)artraent 
is watching the working of the Society and awaiting the deoivsion of 
the general meeting on the repoH of the sub-committee ]>efore taking 
further action. 


Bwami JiNmnaiMia restrained from addressing public meetings. 

72. Mr. P. BANERJI: (a) Is the Hon’ble Member in charge of 
the Political Department aware that the District Magistrate of Mymen- 
eingh and Subdivisioual Officers of Brahmanbaria and Kishoreganj have 
served notice on Swami Jnanananda under section 144, Criminal 
Procedure Code, restraining him from attending any meeting in these 
areas? 
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{&) Is it a fact that Swami Jnanananda has recently addressed 
several meetings at Dacca, Comilla, Chandpur, Xoakhali and other 
f places on the present condition of the political prisoners in the Cellular 
Jail, Andamans ? 

Did any disturbance to “public tranquillity’' take place at those 

places? 

(d) If the answer to (c) is in the negative, what are the special 
circumstances whicli have led the authorities to believe that “public 
tranquillity” at Brahmanbaria, Kishoreganj and Myniensingh will be 
disturbed by such meetings? 

MEMBER in charge of POLITICAL DEPARTMENT (the Hofi^bie 
Sir William Prentice): (a) No. At Brahmanbaria he was restrained 
from addressing tRiy meeting, at Kishoreganj from holding any poli- 
tical meeting as advertised, and at Myniensingh from organising, 
participating in or in addressing any public meetings. 

(b) Yes, but he did not confine himself to the subject mentioned. 

(c) No. 

(d) The orders were passed in judicial proceedings and Government 
presume that the Court .s issuing the orders were satisfied that they were 
justified. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: With refereme to (c), 
has the Hon’ble Member called for the papers in connection with the 
judicial proceedings and have satisfied himself tliat the orders are 
justified ? 

The Hoffl^ble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am not a Court of 
Revision. 

Mt. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Are the Government 
satisfied that the orders were correct? 

The Hon^hle 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: 1 ^^ould refer the 
Hon’ble Member to (d). 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: 1 am asking whether the 
Government are satisfied that the orders were justified ind correct? 

Thr HMPhlc 8lr WILLIAM PRENTICE: The proper authority for 
revising judicial order.s are the Judicial Courts and not the Executive 
Government.. 
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Mtt At Ri £■ LOCKHART: In the opinion of Govemment are not 
the eeries of questions 

Mr. PRESIDENr: I do not allow that question. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Is the Hon’ble Member 
aware that the District Magistrate in the course of his judgment said 
that the order of the Lower Court did not contain any correct detail? 

The Hofi’ble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am not aware. I have 
not seen the order. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Is the lion ble Member 
prepared to go into the matter and see that justice ii done? 

The Hofl^ble 8ir WILLIAM PRENTICE: I am not a Court of 
Revision, and I am sure that the Council will strongh resent any 
interference by executive authorities with judicial orders. 


LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS 
GOVERNMENT BILL8. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amenilinent) Bill, 1933. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: On a point of order, Sir. 
When we came into the Chamber to-day, we found among other papers 
handed to us and laid on the table a paper headed ‘ Ruling by the 
Hon’ble President” in regard to clause 6. There are 2 clauses given 
to us — one No. 6 wanting to introduce a clause 88A and the other is 
No. (iA adding clause 91 A. So far as the clauses are concerned, I 
submit they are absolutely new clauses and we have not had sufficient 
time to consider the amendments. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: How do you mean? In substance they are not 
new. All that I can do is to make all amendments of which notice had 
been given for the old clause applicable to these. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I am afraid that cannot be 
done, Sir, because some of my amendments cannot be made applicable 
to these clauses 
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)if« PRESIDENT: I shall be prepared iu such cases to a(?cept 
short-notice amendineDts. But there must be no defay in the matter. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERJEE: Sir, (iovemment took 18 hours to 
• fomiTilate these, and I think that the House should surely have 18 hours 
to consider them. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: When 1 asked Government to split up the 
original clause into two independent clauses, 1 imposed on them a very 
delicate if not difficult task. They have acted up to my ruling. 
Naturally I had to give them sufficient time to frame the clauses and 
put them into form. Besides, Mr. Basil insisted that if clause 11 is 
taken up it must be finished before clause () is dealt with. But any 
way, the difficulty mentioned by Mr. B. (\ rhatterjee is imaginary, 
as in substance tiie two clauses are not new either in respect of any 
principle or detail. On the other hand, I have no doubt that the amend- 
ments are applicable to these clauses and in case any difficulty arises, 
I shall be prepared to accept short-notice amendments. 

Mr. 8HANTI SHEKHAR E8WAR RAY: On a point of order. Sir 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Has it anything to do with ?ny ruling!^ 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: No, Sir. it is quite on 
a different matter. Is it not nece.ssary that the consent of the 
Governor-General should be obtained in regard to these clauses!"^ 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am afraid you have not been able to catch 
the full significance of my ruling. Did I not say that the clause, as 
amended by the Select Committee, was not (contrary to the primuple 
of the Bill. The principle of the Bill is to make introduction of sur- 
charge in respect of any illegal expenditure possible and the new matters 
which were sought to be included were merely details or offshoots 
included in the principle of the Bfll. The only thing that I objected 
to wag the introduction of new matters intj> the clause by ineang of an 
amendment which was beyond the scope of the clause itself. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: 1 am not quarrelling with the 
fion’ble President’s ruling in any shape or form, but might I point out 
that in carrying out the instructions given by you, Government have 
put in a new clause 88 A which, I submit, has no relevancy to the Act 
ns it stands. Section 88 deals with temporary payments and 89 deals 
iritk casnpensation to the Tollyganj Municipality. At the first part it 
^qfkpettrs. that section 88A can have no application to a grant of this 
' ideteripiion. The difficulty is when I asked to hare this new clause 
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taken up after the disposal of clause 11 we were under the impression 
that the new clause would be circulated before to-day, and we are not 
yet ready 

c 

Mfe PRESIDENT: Order, order. For obvious reasons I hold, and 
that very firmly, that the two clauses are in substance the same that 
was in the Bill and as they stand now they are absolutely sound in 
form and well-placed. 

Clause IL 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Mr. President, Sir, I beg to move that in 
clause 11, for proposed section 12»‘1B(7), the following be substituted, 
namely : — 

**(/) The auditors after giving the persons concerned an opportunity 
to submit an explanation shall, if such explanation is considered 
unsatisfactory by them, report the matter in question to the Local 
Government who at their discretion may disallow' all or every item of 
account contrary to law and surcharge the same on the persons making 
or authorising the making of the illegal payment and shall charge 
against any person accounting the amount of any deficiency or loss 
incurred by the negligence or misconduct of that person or of any sum 
which ought to have been but is not brought into account by that person 
and shall in every such case certify the amount due from such person.”’ 

In doing so I shall at the outset apologise to my friends on the 
other side of the House, for some of them seem to be of opinion that 
those wdio have been supporting the Bill in any way have no right to 
move amendments and this was probably the reason which induced my 
friend Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu to oppose my amendment the other 
day. Sir, there are men who have their own peculiarities, angularities- 
and idiosyncrasies, and I am one of them. Sir, I am one of those very 
few men who do not consider that whatever is done by the Government 
is right or that every action of the Government must be wrong. It i® 
for this reason that I do not think that one giving his support to a 
certain portion of the Bill is prechtded from giving his opposition to 
certain other portions. 

Sir, in moving this amendment I want to make it clear at the outset 
that the clause as it stands violates a principle over which the liberal 
politicians of India have been fighting for the last half a century and 
that principle is the separation of the executive from the judicial func- 
tion. This particular clause as it stands in the Bill has made the^ 
auditors the accusers, so far as illegal expenses are concerned. They 
have been given powers to find out what the illegal expenses are and who 
has incurred them. The penalty of surcharge has to be imposed on such 
persons as are, in the opinion of the auditors, responsible for sanetioii- 
ingi the eizpehditures. It will be realised that here the auditost stand 
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in tl# position of the prosecutors or in other words they hold a person 
liable to pay the money spent which in their opinion was illegal. Her© 
tjro issues arise. First is that whether the expenditure considered 
illegal by the auditors is really illegal in the light of*the law and second 
if the person whom they make liable for payment is really the guilty 
person. Not to speak of the law, even common sense will dictate that 
the findings of the auditors should be examined by a third party. The 
clause as it stands ^makes no provision like that. It has given powers 
to the auditors to pronounce the final verdict. Person or persons whom 
they make liable shall have to pay without any right to challenge their 
decision. The accusers and the prosecutors are the judges here and 
their verdict will stand. This is a pernicious principle. It is true that 
there are other provisions in the Bill under which the Government may 
either of their own accord or on an appeal from the aggrieved party 
can move in the matter and condone everything. That, however, dcK'S. 
not remove the objection on principle. Sir, I hold that it is a bad 
principle* to authorize one and the same party to find out what is illegal 
expenditure, who incurred them and finally to surcharge. Sir, I hold 
that the auditors should be compelled to report the matter after detect- 
ing an illejgal expenditure and person or persons who in their opinioI^ 
should be surcharged and leave the final decision with the Government. 
The principle underlying my contention was fully elaborated by 
Mr. Miller in his able and well-reasoned note of dissent, but I am 
surprised to find that neither he nor anyone else of his group thought 
it necessary to table an amendment on this behalf. 

Sir, we were told by the Ilon’ble Minister the other day that th© 
Accountant-Ge^ieral and the Examiner of Local Accounts were Hut 
Government auditors of the accounts of the ('alcuita Corporation. They 
are not the servants of the Government of Bengal, but only carry o\it 
certain duties in connection with the affairs of the Local Government. 
I do not know what the real technical position is, but so far as 1 can 
see, these officers who serve under the Government of India can, when- 
ever they please, snap their fingers at the Government and the people 
of Bengal. They are under no obligation to give any explanation for 
any of their actions to the Government of Bengal and the representa- 
tives of the people in this House will not b© in order to criticize their 
action. It is for these reasons as well that the final power should not 
be vested in the auditors. 

Sir, the Government have been made the appellate authorities iu 
this connection. One fails to realize why they should remain in the* 
background. Where is the harm in taking the direct responsibility 
by them? Sir, it has been said — I am reluctant to mention it but the 
necessity compels me to do so — ^that in view of the strained relation-^ 
ship that exists between the Corporation and the Government at the 
present moment it would not be advisable for the Government to talnr 
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the odium upon themselves. 1 for one do not believe that the 
atrained relationship between the Corporation and the Government will 
go on for ever. It is bound to disappear sooner or later. Time is not 
far off when the people who are conducting the affairs of the Corpora- 
tion, or for the matter of that of other local bodies as well, will have a 
band in conducting the affairs of the Government. It is, therefore, 
not right to assume that there will exist strained relationship between 
the Government of Bengal and the Corporation of Calcutta for all time 
to come. Further, taking it for granted that the situation will not 
change, even then why should the Government hesitate to perform a 
duty, however unpleasant it may be? The Government have already 
assumed a great power under this Bill for they have laken upon them- 
selves the power of regulating the appointments of all kinds in the 
Corporation. The final orders regarding the surcharge would not 
involve more unpleasantness. Sir, I think that t]ie Government have 
adopted a wrong policy in giving the powers of surcharge to a party 
responsible neither to the Government nor to tlie people of Bengal. 
Sir, I will not at this fag end of the debate tire the patience of the 
House by quoting the relevant passages from the able note of dissent 
of Mr. Miller. He has very ably and intelligently pointed out the 
defects of the principle adopted by the Government. I agree with him 
in thinking that the acciisers should not be the judges, and so the 
auditors should only ' report to tlie Government and leave the final 
decision with them. 1 hope that the Government will see their way 
to accept my amendment. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I beg to move that in 
clause 11, in proposed section r23B(7), in line 1, for the words “The 
auditor” the words “the Local Government, acting on the report of an 
auditor in this behalf” be substituted. 

The effect of my amendment would be that instead of the “auditor” 
we shall have the “Local Government acting on the report of an auditor 
in this behalf”; in other words, after the explanation has been given 
and considered, it is the Local GJpverniuent that should make the sur- 
charge. The reasons for such a change have been given very fully by 
Mr. Miller in his note of dissent, and I do not think I should dilate 
upon the matter any further beyond saying that so far as the judgment 
of the auditor with regard to the illegality of an expenditure or the 
liability to surcharge is concerned, the matter should be submitted to 
the Local Government before a surcharge is made. 

Babu SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWOHURY: I beg to move 
that in clause 11, in proposed section 123B(J), in line 4, for the word 
*‘ahair the words ‘‘may report to the Local Government if he thinks fit 
amd the Government may” be substituted, and in line 13 after the words 
“‘such ease” the words ‘‘direct the auditor to” be inserted. 
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]f^ poflition is this, that the auditor should not be invested with the 
pou^ of sttrchargiug without reference to the GovemiAent of Bengal, 
^^pai^from the reasons winch have already been adduced « I should like 
to add one more reason. If the amendment is cariied, in that case it 
will 8iiiy)lify the procedure and Government will have at once an oppor- 
tunity of knowing whether the auditor should he supported in his re- 
commendation for surcharge. This will obviate any loss of time, 
and I should say waste of energy, in having an appeal to the Govern- 
ment. Of course it may he said that so far as the British Act is con- 
cerned there is the surcharge power given to the auditor. The British 
Act, however, does not apply to the Corporation of London and as a 
matter of fact we are dealing with the Coriioration of the stnond city in 
the Empire and nothing should be done which is derogatory to the 
self-respect of such a body as the Corjmration and if the auditor is 
simply invested witli^the power of reference to Government, it will give 
him time to think over the matter and my amendment will afford an 
opportim*ity to the auditor to call for any explanation and if the ex- 
planation is not satisfactory, he will in that (*ase be empowered to make 
a reference to the Government. In the second stage Government may 
also call for further explanation if they are not satisfied and then they 
will pass final orders. The final stage will be reached very (piickly and at 
the same time the pr(‘stigc of tlie se(‘ond city in the Kmj>ire will be 
maintained. 


Mr. C. C. MILLER: Sir, in opposing this amendment, I hope I 
shall not occupy more than a few minutes of the valuable time of this 
House. * 

Let me say at once that tliis group approves of the princijde em- 
bodied ill the amendment and our approval is put on re< ord by my note 
of dissent to the report of the iSele<*t Committee, rnfortunutely. Sir, 
the progress of this debate lias entirely disillusioned us as to the possi- 
bility of immediate application of this excellent principle. 

If the Corporation and those speakers who repre.scnt the point of 
view of the Corporation would only realise that the surcharge system 
is not bureaucratic tyranny but entirely normal legislation on the part 
of Government to protect the rate-payer’s money from wastage, the 
position would be much more simple. If the Corporation of Calcutta 
were prepared to co-operate with Government, in the same way that 
local self-governing bodies throughout the United Kingdom co-operate 
with the authorities, we should readily support this measure. Unfor- 
tunately, it is quite obvious that one section of this House, who we 
presumeKrepresent the point of view of the Corporation, attributes the 
introduction of this Bill to a spirit of malice and vindictiveness on the 
27 
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jmrt of ike Govaoittmrt tcnrwds the Corporation. Yesterday, speaking 
on clause No. H, Dr. Naresh Sen Gupta remarked that the Bill was 
hatched in an atmosphere of suspicion and distrust and on the many 
occasions on which. Mr. P. Banerji has addressed the House he has 
seldom missed the opportunity of using that overworked word ‘‘vindic- 
tiveness”. 

Throughout the long course of these discussions the opposition has 
consistently reduced impersonal legislation to a perscJhal factor, thereby 
revealing a mentality which we consider is far more appropriate to the 
school-room than to the Council House. Much as we may regret this 
puerile attitude, we would not blind ourselves to its existence or to the 
fact that the application of the powders contained in this clause will, 
when the Bill has become law, be met with hostility and resentment 
by the Corporation of Calcutta. Under these circumstances, if the 
Hon’ble Minister liimself w^ere to represent the surcharging authority, 
it would serve merely to perpetuate this strident outcry of malice and 
vindictiveness. On the other hand, an auditor, in liis official capacity, 
cannot be accused of a vindictive spirit or cannot perhaps be accused 
of any of the common failings of humanity. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: I am afraid the whole of the previous debate is 
being reopened and it will be difficult for me to control others if I 
allow you to do so. 


Mr. C. C. MILLER: I can finish just now\ If and, when there is 
evidence that the Corporation of Calcutta will exchange resentment for 
genuine ('o-operation then we should welcome an amendment of this 
nature, but in the meantime, with some regret, we oppose it. 


The Hoffi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose these amendments. The m6ver of the first amendment Mr. Guha 
has characterised the principle of making auditors the surcharging 
authority as bud. But I can inform him that that is the accepted 
principle in Great Britain, The auditors are expected to be non-party 
men. They have no connection with the Local Government, which is 
said to be vindictive against the Corporation. The auditors are the 
Accountant-General, Bengal, and the Examiner of Local Accounts. 
They are officers of the Government of India. So they can approach 
the question with a certain amount of detachment which the Local 
Government is supposed to be lacking. Mr. Guha asked why should 
a judicial authority be the executive authority. The auditors are not 
judicial officers. Their functions are purely executive; otherwise they 
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vordS not hare to appear before the Courts as defendants. When a 
perAon will file an appeal before the High Court, the ^mditors will be 
up as defendants. So they are not judicial luthority. There 
are three elements in surcharge, namely, that anrcharge should be 
automatic; if there is an irregularity, there should be a surcharge, and 
that surcharge should be fixed on a certain person. No choice is left 
to the auditors. The auditors must fix the responsibility on a (‘ortain 
person. If an appeal is filed to them the Local Government may 
condone the surcharge. So, on political grounds as well as following 
the principles which are the accepted and recognised principles in 
Great Britain, I think the system that has been suggested in the Bill 
should be accepted by the House. With these words I oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. Narendra Kumar Basil having ri.sen to speak 

t 

Th6*Hon*ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: On a point of 
order, Sir. I should say that it is very unfair if my friend is allowed 
to speak after me, because T won’t get any chan(>e of replying 1o his 
remarks. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Although it cannot be a point of order and 
there is no rule which provides remedy for the grievance, 1 put it to 
the Hou.se that, as far as possible, those who ivant to speak might do 
so before the Hon’ble Minister had replied. Evidently for good rea.sons, 
that practice geioually prevails every when* — it is a courtesy whidi is 
extended to 14 Alinister wlio has got to meet so many points raised by 
different .sections in the House. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, may 1 submit that as you 
are aware, Government have several spokesmen in tliis House and 
unless and until we are told what is the attitude of Government on a 
particular question, it is not necessary for us to .speak. The Minister 
may get up and say something which requires our comment. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: I quite agree that when the Minister makes 
out an altogether new point which requires a reply one may have to 
speak after him, but I think the practice to which 1 have just referred 
to should be followed under normal conditions. 


TIm HOffble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: He was a member 
of the Select Committee and knows what the attitude of Government is. 
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Mr. NARENORA KUMAR BASU: 1 submit, Sir, that before 
hearing a speaker it is not open to another member to say that he is 
unfair. So, I hope you will allow me to speak. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, you may speak, but I hope you and the 
House will bear in mind my suggestion. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I have always oowed to your 
ruling. Sir, but I am extremely sorry to have to say that I shall not 
bow to the authority of any other person in this House, nor shall I be 
brow-beaten by anybody however exalted his temporary position may be. 
I beg support the amendment moved by Dr. Yaresh Chandra Sen 
Gupta. I am not at all surprised at Mr. Miller’s volte face. He said 
that so far as this clause was concerned, he and his group had been 
compelled io change their point of view, because some members of the 
House has brought in here an atmospliere of the scliool-room, but he 
has forgotten that by their attitude he has brought In an atmosphere 
described in that great book “Uncle Tom’s Cabin.*’ He is simply 
bringing in the atmosphere of serfdom into tlie House. It seems that 
though he supported our point of view in th(‘ note (-f dissent in the 
Select Committee, he now w'ants to support Government. However, I 
am not now dealing with Mr. Miller’s attitude or the mill that he 
grinds. 1 am just thinking of the correctness or otherwise of the 
suggestion put forward. It has been said that because the Hon’ble 
Minister has been charged w’ith having brought up this Bill after 
hatching it in secret and in vindictiveness, if the mattei were left to 
the decision of the Local Government, the same charge may be brought 
against them. But I say that the Local Government does not neces- 
sarily mean the present Minister. He will not always be the Minister 
in (’harge. If there is no report against anybody by the auditors, 
there shall be no appeal to the Jjocal Government, but if there is a 
report by the auditors against somebody, there ought to be another 
independent tribunal to go into ?he case. I submit, Sir, that it is 
absolutely necessary to ha\e such a point of view, because even though 
the auditors are very high accounting officers, they are merely accounts 
officers and may not be cognizant of other facts in connection with the 
payment. It is said that, if the Local Government is given that power, 
the present tension would continue, but certainly like Tennyson’s 
“Brook” the Minister will not go on for ever, and when the present 
tension between the two parties is removed by removing the persons 
concerned, then I think this amendment is likely to do immense good. 
I, therefore, commend this amendment to the acceptance of the House. 

Mr. P. N. Ouha’s motion was then put and lost. 
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^1»r. Naresh CHandra Sen Gupta's motion being pii^, a division was 
taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


All. «Mlvi Mmm*. 

••ktli. HMltl tfH MtiW. 
laMfll. K«l takaiir Ktthah Okaiiira. 
■M«ni. Mr. P. 

■•M, Mr. ftertnira KM«art 
enillarln. Mr. 1. 0. 
amiMiMri, Dr. MfwMra Okaaira. 
•kraikari. Daka Kitkarl Mtkan. 
•hta«kary, Maaivi Naral Akiar. 

•aka, Mr. P. R. 

Hakaa. Kkaa Dakatfar Maaivi Axiial. 
MtRaa, Kali Eatiatfal. 


MaHi, Mr. R. 

Maaila, Kkaa Dakatfar Makanaiatf ANai. 
Maakarjat, Mr. lyaaaaraaatf. 

Raf , taka tak Lai. 

Rai Makaaal, Maaiatfra Dak. 

Ray, DOa Aaialyatfkaa. 

Ray, Mr. ikaatl tkakkaraavar. 

Ray Okawtfkary, iaka latlak Okaatfra. 
Raat, taka Maaaal. 
laa DayU. Dr. Raraak Ckaatfra. 
gkak, Maaivi AMai HaaiM. 

•infk, Irilat Ta| Dakatfar. 


NOES. 


Atial, Rawakiatfa Kkwaja Mahammatf, Kkaa 
Dakatfar.* 

Araiitraai, Mr. W. L 
Aikvrartk, Mr. 0. D. 

Dal, Daka Lalit Kaaiar. 

Dal, Rai takik larat Okaatfra. 

Daraia, Rai lakik Paaekaaaa. 

Dlrkiayra, Mr. H. 

Dallaaiiay, Mr. tf. M. 

Oakaa, Mr. D. «l. 

Daia, Mr. D. R. 

Daa, Rai Dakatfar Kaiaiai Kamar. 

Datt, Rai Dakatfar Dr. Haritfhaa. 
itffiay. Mr. H. «. A. 

KasatJI, Maaivi Rar Rakaiaa Kkaa. 

Paraoai, tha Haa'klt Naarak K. D. M., Kkaa 
Dakatfar. 

Paarcai, Mr. L. R. 

•kaiaavi, tka Naa'Ma Alkatf] Naarak Dakatfar 
•Ir Aktfaikariai, at Olltfaar. 

•Uakriit, Mr. R. N. 

•tatftflH. Mr. D. 

•aka, Daka Pratalla Kaaiar. 

Han, Mr. D. P. 

Naapar, Mr. 8. 8. 

Naaaia, Ravak Maakarral, Kkaa Dakatfar. 
Maaaaia, Maaivi Makaaiaiatf. 

Maiaaia, Maaivi Utafat. 

Kiiaai, Maaivi Akal. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Dakatfar Maaivi Maanaai Ali. 


Kkaa, Mr. Ruavr Rakaaiaa. 

Laakkart, Mr. A. R. E. 

Mafain, Mr. L. T. 

Miliar, Mr. 0. 0. 

Mittar, tka Maa’kia Hr Pravaak Okaatfar. 
Mittar, Mr. t. 0. 

Mittra, Daka larat Okaatfra. 

Maliiak, Mr. Makaatfa Dakary. 

Raf, Ravaraatf D. A. 

Raaihr. Makaraja Irli Okaatfra, at Kaaiaikaiar. 
Raiiaiatftfia, tka Haa'kia Mr. Kkwaja. 

Raiaaa, Mr. W. H. 

Riakalt, Mr. 0. K. 

Pkiipat, Mr. N. 0. V. 

Praatica, tka Haa’kia lir Wiiiiaai. 

Qaasaai, Maaivi Akal. 

Rakaiaa, Mr. A. P. M. AMar-. 

Raaa, Mr. 4 . D. 

Ray. IN Naa’Ma lir Dijay Praia! liaffc. 

Ray, Mr. lailaiwar liagk. 

Ray, Mr. larat Kaaiar. 

Ray. Mr. I. N. 

Ray Ofcaatffcvri, Daka Naai Okaatfra. 
lakaaa, Daka latya Kiafcar. 
larkar, Rai lakik Rakati Makaa. 
laa, Mr. D. R. 

laa. Rai Dakatfar Dlrii Okaatfra. 

^ Tawaaatf, Mr. N. P. V. 

Wtikiaaaa. Mr. N. R. 

Waatfkaatf, tka Haa’kia Mr. 4 . A. 


The Ayes being 24 and the Noes 57, the motion was lost. 

Babu Satish Chandra Ray Chowdhury’s motion was Jhen put and 

lost. 


■abu KI8HORI MOHAN CHAUOHURI: With your permission, 
Sir, I would like to add the word ‘‘and” after the word “payment” in 
the last line of my amendment. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: All right, you have my permission to do so. 
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Babu KI8H0RI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: I beg to move that in 
clause 11, in proposed section 123B(i), in lines 6 to 8, for the words 
^ ^making or authorising the making of the illegal payment and shall 
charge against” thd words “taking the payment and” be substituted. 

My intention is that we need not penalise a person for doing some- 
thing in a meeting. Really, the person who takes the payment, he 
should be pursued and along with him the person whose mistake in 
accounting or negligenc e or misconduc t causes any loss to the Corpora- 
tion, he should be pursued. That will have a sufficiently deterrent 
effect upon such misdeeds ; indeed it is strange that it is not the person 
who defrauds the Corporation but rather the person who only authorises 
in a meeting such an expenditure should be pursued. It is the former 
who should be made responsible for the payment and the money should 
be realised from him. After all, the accounting officers should be 
blamed and if such a provision is there tliat the person accounting and 
the person taking advantage of the payment should be punished, that 
will serve the purpose; for generally in a meeting it is very difficult for 
persons to inquire all about accounts matters and to see whether the 
accounts have been correcdly made up. Generally when one sits in a 
meeting and finds that accounts have been prepared and certified by 
the head of the Acicounts Department, he takes them to be correct. 
In that view I think the Councillors or Aldermen may not be p\irsued, 
but the persons who are primarily responsible for the fraud, it is they 
only who should be pursued. In this view I have laoved my amend- 
ment and I hope it will be accepted. 

Mfi Hi Pi Vi TOWN END: Sir, on behalf of Government I may 
say that 1 am very sorry that tliis amendment cannot be accepted. 
The first objection is one of principle. Kishori Babu's amendment 
would amount to this, that when the (Corporation ought to institute a 
civil suit they may instead r(H*over by a sundiarge upon the auditors. 

If an auditor found that the Corporation had sustained loss 
apparently through the action of- some member of the public, or if 
there was a dispute over the terms of a contract, the auditor could 
summarily surcharge the member of the public or the contractor for the 
amount of the damages or of the payment which is thought to be 
illegal. How would such persons have an opportunity of defending 
themselves against that surcharge? That is the position that the 
amendment would lead to. 

The second point is a question of form. The omission of the words 
“surcharge and charge again” is really fatal to the grammar of the 
clause. With the amendment it would read “The auditors shall dis- 
allow ever^^ item of account contrary to law, and surcharge the same 
upon the person taking the payment or any person accounting ” 
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80 it would bo alb rigrbt, but the rest of the clause would hang in 
the air and would mean nothing. So, I am afraid the motion cannot 
be accepted. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: I beg to move that in clause 
11, in proposed section 12811(7^, in line 10, the words ‘‘negligence or’* 
be omitted. • 

I will just read out the relevant portion of the clause so us to make 
the matter more clear to the members of this House. The clause gives 
power to the auditor to “charge against any person accounting the 
amount of any deficiency or loss incurred by the negligence or mis- 
conduct of that person,” and I am asking the House to consider whether 
the w’ords “negligence or” should not be deleted. Sir, it is a very 
vital principle of la^' that unless the negligence of a person is failure 
to do something which it is his duty under the law to do the man is 
neither liable civilly nor criminally, and the mere accident of negligence 
would not make a person chargeable with any damages. Here, if the 
negligence is unlaw’ful negligence or consists in omitting to <lo some- 
thing which it is that person’s lawful duty to do, it would come within 
the term “misconduct,” hut in a legislation ot this d.escription to say 
that a person shall be charged ftu* any deficiency or loss incurred by 
negligence is, J submit, stretching the law abstdutely further than it 
has up to now been stretclied in any ca.se. 1, therefore, submit that it 
w’ould only be lawful and less negligent of this House in matters of 
legislation to delete the words “negligence or.” 

Mr. SHAfiTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: I to move that in 
clause 11, after proposed section 12311(7), the following be inserted 
namely : — 

“Provided that no certificate shall be issued against any person for 
anything in good faith done or intended to be done under this Act.” 

Sir, 1 do not want to speak at length on this amendment. I think 
I shall have the support of the Government benches, bet'ause I have 
found that in recent legislations this proviso has invariably found a 
place. Sir, I think that unless we make such a provision, it might 
hamper the w^ork of the Corporation. Sometimes it may be necessary 
to spend money in an emergency and executive officers have to take 
great responsibilities on such occasions, and unless they are assured 
that they will not be held to account for any action done in good faith, 
it will be very difficult for them to discharge their respoiisiblities in the 
correct spirit. I do not know what the attitude of the Hon’ble 
Minister is going to be in this connection. But anyway I think a 
miracle will happen and the Hon’ble Minister will accept my amend- 
ment. 
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Rai Bitfiadlir Or# HARIOHAN DUTT: M«*y I inquire from the 
mover of thb Amendment what he means by good faith? May I place 
before him an instance? Supposing a Councillor or a high officer cf 
the Corporation spend Rs. 5,000 on a particular occasion in what is 
supposed to he good faith, who would decide whether the gentleman 
has acted in good faith or in a malafide way. I should like to know 
what is meant by good faith, and how that good faith is to be 
established. f, 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: In answer to Dr. Lhitt, 
I would only point out that the word ‘^good faith” is well-known in 
law, and is defined in the General Clauses Act. 

The HofPlile Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I rise to oppose 
the two amendments. The words “good faith” may be very well 
known in law, but it is not found in similar clauses in the English 
statute or in similar clauses in the other provincial statutes. It does 
not find a place in section 247(7) of the Public Health Act of England 
of 1875, neither does it find a place in section 21 of the Madras Act. 
Sir, if this amendment is carried or accepted by the House, its only 
effect would be to place an undue responsibility on the auditor; they 
would be given a discretion as to where they should surcharge and 
where they should not surcharge. That would be reducing these 
executive officers to judicial officers which would be vory undesirable. 
If tliere are irregularities, as it is provided for in the Bill, it would be 
the clear duty of the auditors to surcliarge, but if the Local Govern- 
ment find that the act was done in good faith, it would be open to 
them to condone it. That is the provision in the English statutes as 
well as in the Indian statutes. I do not see any reason whatsoever 
why there should be a departure here. 

Mr. Js^arendra Kumar Basil says that negligence should be condoned. 
This is a very novel principle which my hoirble friend wants the House 
to accept. Negligence may be culpable; but if the act was done in 
good faitli (‘ertainly it would be open to the Local Government to 
condone the negligeiu'e. AVhy should the auditors be given the dis- 
cretion to surcharge or net to surcliarge. On these grounds, I oppose 
the amendments. 

Mr. Shanti Shekhareswar Itay's motion w'os then put and lost. 

Mr. Shanti Shekharesw’ar Ray’s motion was then put and lost. 

Babu KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: 1 beg to move that in 
clause 11, proposed section 125B(2) be omitted. 

This clause is really an explanation of the previous clause which 
says “the person making or authorising the making of iUegal pay- 
ment” and so forth, and there are the additional words “joint 
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lidlility/’ I think 4hi8 is not necessary. The previqus danse is quite 
sufficient for the purpose. In this view, I move the amendment. 

Iilr« Vt TOWNENDs I am afraid that Kisltori Bubu haa 

misUiftleratood the point. The first part of this danse does repeat 
what is stated in aiit)-section (/t, but the important part of ihe clause is 
contained in tlie words “if ho votes for such motion or resolution, and 
all per^us so vetting .shall be lield jointly and severally responsible.” 
If it was not for these words, there would be no ])rote(‘tion for any 
person who was present at the meetinjf but did not actually vote. It 
might be held by an auditor and 1 understand that it lias so been held 
elsewhere, that all the persona present at tlie meeting uliich passed the 
resolution, who did not actually oppo.se the motion, w(‘re to be con- 
sidered responsible for tiie passing of the revsolution. But some of these 
persons might lia\^ fair and valid reasons for not taking part in the 
votingf and such persons ouglit to ])e protected. So this clause was 
put in. For these reasons T oppo.se tlie amendiuenl. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I am afraid I do not 
labour under the misapprehension which Mr. Townend thinks Kishori 
Babu is labouring under. Tin’s clau.se .seeks to make a (k)uncillor or 
Alderman liable who has voted tor what becomes an illegal payment by 
-reason of diaallowanct* subsequently. Voting for is regarded as u 
sufficient ground for making the sur<harge against the Councillor or 
Alderman. I do not think there is precedent for such a clause. My 
friend llai Bahadur Haridhan Ihitt on one occasion referred to the 
analogy of fhe directors of a company, Cnfortunately he went out 
of his depths into company law and fumbled. He said that under the 
Indian Companies A(d, directors are liable for any amount w'hich is 
misspent. In the first place, the Indian Companies Act, excepting 
section KM) which relates to prospectuses, et* ., and tlie section relating 
to misfeasance cases on winding up, contains no provision to any such 
effect. What the directors are lial^Je for is not merely for voting for 
expenditure which is found to be illegal but iloing it knowingly or 
knowing it U) be illegal. The hand fide wote of a diret tor under a 
mistaken view that what he was voting for is legal has been systematic- 
ally held to be one which would not make him liable for misuse of his 
vote. That is so well established a proposition that it is surprising to 
find that the Government want that a Councillor or Alderman or a 
member of a Committee should be liable for any expenditure which 
has been incurred although he may have been labouring under an 
erroneous impression with regard to the legality of that expenditure. 
It has been held in many cases with regard to directors that they are 
in the position of trustees, and they are liable in the i^ame way a» 
trustees, but no trustee is liable for any amount he .spends bond fide 
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for the furtherance of the trust. If such an ^^ponditure was even 
incurred, it may be a misfortune, and on that principle a trustee is 
always safe if he takes legal advice before deciding a doubtful question.* 
If that is the position with the trustees, if that is the position of the 
directors of companies, I do not see why the position of the Councillors 
and Aldermen of the Corporation should be different, and why they 
should be made liable for expenditure which is subsequently disallowed 
under this clause, simply because he votes funds under a view of 'law 
or facts which does not find acceptance with the auditor. If the 
.auditor considers a particular expenditure to have been ultra vires, 
forthwith the list of the voters at the municipal meeting should be 
scrutinised and everyone who has voted for the expenditure will have 
to be surcharged by the auditor because the auditor has no discretion 
in the matter and because the Hon’ble Minister has very rightly 
pointed out that the surcharge has got to be automatic a(;cording to 
this system. On the other hand, if the Government had accepted the 
other view, then the surcharge would not have been automatic and in 
that case this clause might have been left out. But the moment it is 
found that there is an expenditure which has been disallowed and a 
particular person voted for it, however, innocently, and no matter with 
what amount of good faith, he will be surcharged. Well, what does 
it mean Y The effect of this will be to make it impossible for Aldermen 
and Oouncillors to vote on matteis that come before them. First of all 
they wdll ask for legal advice to be taken whether it is within the 
competence of the Corporation to sanction the money or not. The w^ork 
of the Corporation will be terribly luunpered. In other words, the 
expenditure of the Corporation for obtaining legal opinions will 
enormously increase. Supposing the Councillors and Aldermen are not 
surcharged, the man who makes tlie payment is made liable by sub- 
clause (/) and provision is made for the recovery of the amount from 
him. Why then hang this clause hanging like the sword of Damocles 
over the heads of the Councillors and Aldermen who sit to discuss 
questions with perfect good faith and try to arrive at conclusions which 
will be beneficial to the tax-pa yerjS. It may l>e that they might have 
recommended an expenditure, which is not strictly legal, in perfect 
good faith, but it does not«nece8sarily follow that they should be made 
to compensate for any loss that may occur. Another matter which has 
not been considered in this clause at all is this : when Aldermen and 
Councillors authorise an expenditure which is found to be illegal, they 
are to be surcharged; but suppose that the Corporation benefits by that 
expenditure, although it may be illegal, is there any provision in the 
clause for crediting the Aldermen or the Councillors with the result 
of the supposed illegal act of the Councillors and Aldermen? Read 
the clause as it is : so soon as it is found that a lakh cf rupees has been 
spent illegally it will at once be surcharged ; but on the other hand, if 
the Corporation Wnefits to the extent of five lakhs by spending that 
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one laki, what will 4appen? Will you credit the persons surchargfed 
with that five lakhs? Where is the safegruard to protect the Councillors 
«iid Aldermen in such cases? I could have understood if you had 
made a provision for setting off the benefit against the loss. No 
Corpomtion can act on the basis of such a law. Whenever a Councillor 
or Alderman votes for an expenditure he runs the risk of being found 
liable for the same which he along w'ith others authorised, if it is 
afterwards disallowed. In that case every Councillor and Alderman 
will thinlt not thrice but thirty tliousand times before he gives his vote 
one way or the other. And when it is considered that the loss includes 
not only illegal or ultra vires expenditure, but also includes any 
deficiency or loss incurred through negligence or anything like that, 
the thing becomes absolutely impossible. Well, perhaps I shall be told 
that these are matters which may W rectified by the Local Government; 
but the Ijocal Govornment deliberately opposed my proposal authoris- 
ing thepi to come in and have their say before the surcharge is made. 
Hundreds of such items will be found, on which, technically, the 
Accountant-General will be entitled to sundiarge. The Local Govern- 
ment may consider whether in all these cases surcharge should be made 
at all, but the Local (Government does not want that power of exercis- 
ing their discretion. What they want is that surcharge must come 
first and then the men may appeal to the Local Government and then 
all sorts of red-tapism will come into play. We have tried to make 
the provision as rational and as reasonable as possible and the only 
reward that we get is that some members on the other side rise and 
chide us by saying that we are obstructive and even go s{) far as to 
say that we make puerile objections. They say puerile and take 
recour.se to vTtuperations and innuendoes of this type be<*ause they are 
not anxious to follow the justification or logic of our ( ontentions. Is it 
suggested tliat we are tlie hirelings of tlie Corporation? Well, Sir, 
English is not my mother tongue, but I think I have got as good reper- 
toire of vituperative words as any other people, but I challenge anyone to 
say if I have ever used one word of abuse against any member of the 
House. 


The Hon’Me Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 am afraid I 
have to oppose this amendment. Dr. Sen Gupta has said that if this 
amendment is not accepted, the wmrk of the Corporation would become 
impossible and the legal expenditure of the Corporation would terribly 
increase. As I have already said more than once, it is not a new 
machinery which we are introducing: it is no novel creation of the 
Government of Bengal. We have simply copied such provisions as 
they exist in other countries and in other provinces of India. If they 
have worked quite satisfactorily in Bihar and Orissa, in Madras, in 
the United Pro\'inces, in Assam and in Bombay, I see no reason why 



m 


GOVERNMENT BILL. 


[7th 


they should not do so in Calcutta. Sir, as Mr.<»Townend very clearly 
explained, this provision has been put in only in the interest of persons 
who might not be supporting an illegal expenditure. In Bihar and 
Orissa, the auditors did surcharge jointly and severally all Commis- 
sioners of Municipalities irrespective of the fact whether they supported 
an illegal expenditure or not, just to avoid such misapprehensions and 
to remove all room for doubt that this explicit provision was put in and 
the Select Committee agreed to retain it. I hope the House will also 
agree to do so. 

Babu Kishori Mohan Chaudhuri’s motion was then put and lost. 

Mfi NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg to move that in clause 
11, in proposed section 12dB(2), in line 9, after the word “deemed’’ 
the w'ords “unless he can show' that he acted with^due care and atten- 
tion” be inserted. 

I submit, Sir, that in addition to the arguments just put forward 
by Dr. Sen Gupta against the generality of the clause, the addition of 
these w'ords would show’ that people would not he harassed unneces- 
sarily for any votes that they might have given. You will see that 
by this addition 1 am placing the onus upon t])e particular Councillor 
or Alderman to show that he has acted with due care and attention. 
If he can show* that he acted with due care and attention, why then 
compel the auditor to surcharge him and not allow’ inm to take into 
consideration the proof that the particular Councillor or Alderman did 
the thing with due care and attention ? It has just been pointed out 
by the Minister in charge of the Bill that in other countries and 
provinces similar provision for surcharge exists. I am not familiar 
w'ith the Acts and rules of other places nor am I familiar with English 
laws. But in Madras this provision has been introduced not only in 
the Madras (hty Municipality’s Act hut also in the^ Madras District 
Municipalities’ Act and there is this great distinction between the 
Madras Corj)oration and the Calcutta Corporation, namely, that the 
Madras Corporation has certain grants made to it by the Local Govern- 
ment and the Chief Gffi(‘er is appointed by the Local Government and 
in a case of that description it must be one of the primary duties of 
the Government to see that its own funds are not frittered aw’ay. As 
I said, I am not quarrelling with the principle of surcharge: what I do 
say is — why should a person, if he can show to the auditor that he 
acted W’ith due care and attention, be compulsorily surcharged and the 
auditor given no discretion to excuse him? I submit, Sir, that the 
introduction of these words will not harm anybody and will not militate 
against the principle of the Bill except perhaps that it is proposed 
from this side of the House there can be nothing against it. In these 
circumstances I submit that there is no reason why my proposal should 
not be accepted. 
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■IV NAREtH .CHANDRA SEN CUPTA: I be^r to move that in 
clause 11, in the proposed section 123B(5), in line ll/after the words 
‘^motion or resolution/* the following words be inserted, namely: — 

‘‘knowing that the expenditure authorised by the resolution was 
illegal fir without a hon/j fiJe belief in the legality of sueli expenditure.” 


Sir, I have already submitted my reason for moving this amend- 
ment. At least tjus is the least that Government (!an do. I have 
pointed Sl>t that the only thing wanted in order to sundiarge a Council- 
lor or an Alderman or a member of a Committee is that he should have 
voted for the motion, although he miglit have done it in good faith 
according to his own light and a<‘cording to the interpretation of the 
law on his own behalf. It lias lieen answered that this clause is taken 
from an English Act where it has been operating for a number of years 
and no difficulty lu^ been experienced. T do not pretend to have the 
same extensive knowledge of local administration in England that the 
Hon’ble Minister has; but 1 was looking up se<‘tion !247 of the Act to 
which reference has been made, namely, the Public Health Act of 
1875 (d8-d9) Viet. Cap. 55. Sir, the clau.se relating to surcharge there 
is this: “Any auditor acting in pursuance of this section shall dis- 
allow every item of account contrary to law, and surcharge the siime 
on the person making or authorising the making of the illegal payment, 
and shall charge against any person accounting the amount of any 
deficiency or loss incurred by the negligence or misconduct of that 
person, or of any sum which ought to have been but is not brought 
into account by that person, and shall in every such case certify the 
amount due from such person, and on aj>plication by an> party 
aggrieved shall state in writing the leasons for his decisi(»n in resjiect 
of .such di.sallowance or surcharge, and also of any allowam e which he 
may have made.” And the subsequent clau.se provides that “any 
person aggrieved by disallowance made may apply to the Court of 
Queen’s Bench for a writ o/ cerlioran to remove the disallowance into 
the said Court, in the same manner and subject to the same conditions 
as are provided in the case of disallowance by auditors under the laws 
for the time being in force with regard to the relief of the poor; and 
the said Court shall have the same powers tith respect to allowances, 
disallowances and surcharges under this Act as it has with respect to 
disallowances or allowances by the said auditors; or in lieu of such 
application any person 


Mr# H. Pt V. TOWN END: It is very interesting, but i.s it 
relevant ? 


Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN CUPTA: I suppose Mr. Towuend 
will have to take some lessons in the law of relevancy. There is not 
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one word in this section with regard to surcharge against Councillors, 
Aldermen or members of the Committee who merely vote. They are 
only liable if they have authorised the making of an illegal payment 
The interpretation put upon the whole clause is that a person who bond 
fide gives a vote is not responsible for it. ^ 

The Hon^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Is that his own 
inference or is he reading that from the Act itself? ^ 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I am reading the section 
as a whole. A person is only liable if he makes an illegal payment or 
authorises an illegal payment. In the case of companies it has been 
held that a person who gives his vote bond fide is not liable. I 
challenge the Hon’ble Minister to deny that by reference to the 
authority of the cases. Upon what principle doe/» he make a person 
liable who gives his vote bond fide? There have been about a hundred 
statutes passed in India in favour of a person who acts bond fide in the 
discharge of his public duty. Every Act which gives such power had 
an indemnity clause, but you deny that to the Corporation. You will 
put them to the expenditure of going up to the Court or to the Local 
Government merely because of the ceitificate of the auditor. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHA8AI: Sir, I beg to move that in 
clause 11, after proposed section 123B (2), the following be added, 
namely : — 

“Provided that a person who voted for the motion or resolution in 
good faith shall not be held liable for the expenditure.” 

Section 123B {2) says that any Councillor, Alderman or Member 
of a Committee present at a meeting at w hich a motion or a resolution 
is passed authorising expenditure which is subsequently disallowed 
under this section or authorising any action which leads to expenditure 
afterwards so disallowed, shall be deemed to be a person authorising 
the illegal payment if he votes fpr sucli motion or resolution and all 
persons so voting shall be held jointly and severally responsible for the 
expenditure. « 

Sir, as it is the firm determination of Government not to change a 
single w’ord, even a comma, to the Bill as it emerged from the Select 
Committee, it would be useless for us to move these amendments. 

Sir, it is not difficult for me to foresee the fate .vhich awaits this 
amendment. It would be sheer waste of time of this House to speak 
at length in its support. But I think I shall be failing in my duty if 
I do not point out that a provision like this is necessary to safeguard 
the interests of those who act bond fide. My friend, Rai Dr. Haridhan 
Dutt Bahadur, has raised the question as to how good faith can be 
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1 am ^rry for the Rai Bahadur for hiR inability to* 
diatsaguish between good faith and bad faith. To* err is human. 
yh«re may be honest mistakes, but to penalise him for that would be 
prejKwterous. There must be some exception to the general rule in the 
case of^ those who act hand fide. 

Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: I think that 
there is a good deal of force in the objections which are pmlK>died in 
these anijndments. I feel that the section, Us it is, may become 
dangerous in the case of members whc» may inadvertently or without 
proper knowledge as to the legality or otherwise of a )>nrticular itenr 
vote for the sanction of such item. There ought tx> ))e some sort of 
safeguard against bond fide action which 1 am afraid is absent from 
this clause. What form that particular safeguard should take I cannot 
say, but I feel there ought to be some sort of safeguard for bond fide 
action of a Councillor who probably does not realise tlie effect of his 
voting. • For this reason I feel that perhaps it would be better if we 
support motion No. 194. 

Rai Bahadur Dr^ HARIDHAN DUTT; Just before Khan Bahadur 
Momin spoke on this question I was trying to find out how' to meet 
some of the points raised by the movers of these amendments. I am 
also disposed to think that there is some force in the arguments put 
forward in connection with these amendments. In tins connection I 
would ask the Hon’ble Minister what is (uir experience in the Corpora- 
tion. Very often we have seen that (kunmittees meet and a number of 
members are present and the voting generally <b»es not take place 
individually, ,but proposals are either carried or rejected and are 
recorded as such. The names of the voters in the Committee proceed- 
ings are very seldom noted. In the Corporation generally when 
important things are discu.ssed and polling is demanded, then there is 
a record of individual members voting. But here I find that any 
Councillor, Alderman or member present at a meeting in which a 
resolution is pa.ssed is liable to be penalised, if the auditor disallows 
a particular item. May I ask the flon’ble Minister to tell us how' to 
find out who voted for the expenditure in qyestionP It will make the 
w'hole thing complicated. Therefore, I am disposed to think that in 
this case when we are considering seidion 12dB {2), it would be desirable- 
if we can accept something out of the.se aineiidments, rnd so far as 1 
have been able to make out, there seems to be no serious objection to 
have the language of the amendment altereil, the principle being that 
any person who voted in good faith should not be held liable. I would 
ask the Hou’ble Minister whether he cannot accede to cur request. 

Khan Bahiiiiir Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: I very seriously bring 
to the notice of the Hon’ble Minister that very great difficulty would 
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be created by the acceptance of this section as it /ttands in the Bill, as 
the members will have to call for the minutest details and all papers 
in connection with any measure affecting? the finances of the Corporation, . 
and I think the administration of the Corporation will come to a 
standstill. I feel that if this section is accepted, nothing ran be done 
expeditiously and things will be held up indefinitely. It is necessary 
to safeguard the people who act in good faith. There is a difference 
l)etween the Calcutta Corporation and the Bombay^ Corporation. In 
Bombay the Chief Executive Officer is a man who is appointed by 
Government and is a member of the Indian Civil Service, and I know 
that measures relating to finance are veiy carefully scrutinised by an 
independent official. But here unfortunately he is not an independent 
officer but an officer of the Corporation. Supposing a measure is sane-' 
tioned and later on it is found that the Corporation has suffered simply 
on actiount of the negligence of certain members ^who voted in good 
faith for the measure. Is it desirable that they should be penalised? 
Something should be f(»und out on the lines of the motion of Munindra 
Deb Rai Mahasai with a view to safeguard the interests of such members 
who did not scrutinise the mea.sure before voting for it. In that view 
I feel that the Hon’ble Minister will be pleased to consider the matter 
very carefully and find out a solution. 

Mr, K. C. RAY CHOWDHURY: I am not one of those loophole- 
seeking lawyers, but common sense tells me that the auditor, if he gets 
an explanation from the person concerned tliat he acted ho/Ni fide and 
in good faith, will surely let him off. 

The Hon'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I may explain 
the position. I quite realise the apprehension in the minds of my 
friends opposite, but as 1 said that if this amendment is accepted or if 
the suggestions of tlie ttai Mahasai that anyone voting in good faith 
t^hould be exempted or that of Dr. Sen Gupta alamt bond /»f/c"belief is 
.accepted, the whole clause about the surcharge would become quite 
ineffective and it would be placing undue responsibility on the auditors. 
'The principle of the Bill is that the auditors should have no respon- 
i^ibility and would go on surcharging without any discretion; the dis- 
-cretion is left to the Ixical Government. The Local Government, if 
they find that a particular person voted on bond fide belief or in honest 
discharge of his duty, certainly the Local Government would condone 
4 )r exempt him ; but if this discretion is left to the auditors, the auditors 
will be elevated to the position of judicial authorities instead of being 
purely executive officers as they are now proposed to be. Moreover, 
this principle has been working quite satisfactorily in other provinces 
nnd in Great Britain. In Great Britain, I would remind hon’ble 
members, specially the members of the Select Committee, who had any 
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dotilll on this poin4, Hiat this is exactly the lanji^uajye^of the English 
Act. No discretion is left to the auditors. The auditors, the moment 
they find that a particular expenditure has been sanctioned illegally, 
must surcharge, and it is for the Government to go uito the question of 
good faith or bona fides^ and to condone or not to condone. So if 
either of these expressions is introduced into the Act, tlien the whole 
provieion about surcharge will become quite inefteciive, and it will 
leave a c^siderable loophole. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: May I know to which 
English Act the Hon’ble Minister is referring? 

The Hoit’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I am referring 
to the English Act of 1S75, from wliich Dr. Sen Gupta himself (juoted 
a few minutes ago. * 

• 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: But is there anything 
about Aldermen there? 

The Hon^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: No. Wc want 
to be more spec ific and we did so, just to make it clear that persons 
who have not voted will not be liable to surcharge, hecau.si* in Bihar 
and Orissa persons not voting were surcharged; it has just to nunove a 
similar doubt here that this provision was .specifically put into this 
Bill. Sc we have f(dlowed exactly the English statute and other 
provincial .statutes. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: But not the English 
statute. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: (Vituinlv. It 
is rather an improvement on the English statute, if I may say so, 
because it makes the position clearer. (Cries of: “You have followed 
it blindly.”) I would warn the hon’ble members and specially those 
who were members of the Select Committet^ and who may now think 
that this clause may give rise to difficulties in its working as it stands, 
that if we introduce these words the whole clause will become ineffec- 
tive and lawyers will find considerable loophole in it, so that the whole 
machinery will collapse. If it is the intention of the House that there 
should be provisions for surcharge for illegal expenditure I would ask 
it not to be misled by my friends opposite. 

KhMi , Bahadur Maulvi AZIZUL HAQUE: May I suggest if it 
would be possible to give the clause a modified form as follows, namely, 
provided it should be open to the Local Government not to hold liable 
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to surcharge any expenditure if any person votjs for a certain motion 
in good faith? This would make it quite clear. I quite realise that 
the Local Government have the power but whether it would be 
possible for this Hbuse to give it in a statutory form. 

r 

The Hoffl’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I do not see any 

objection, because that is the sense of the clause, and if the House 
wants to make it clear in that way I have no objection. ,, 

Mfi PRESIDENT; Will Khan Bahadur Maulvi Azizul Haque 
please repeat his suggestion? 

Khan Bahadur Maulvi AZIZUL HAQUE; It is this : Provided that 
the Local Government shall not hold liable for expenditure any person 
who votes for a motion in good faith. 

Mr. SHANTI SHEKHARESWAR RAY; Who is to judge of hie 
good faith? (Cries of “Government surely.”) 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJI: !N[ay I rise on a 
point of order, Sir? The .suggestion thrown out by tlie Khan Bahadur 
is practically identical with the one moved by Bai Mahasai. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: AVell, you cannot expect me to pronounce an 
opinion on that. It is for the House to judge. 

Tha Hon’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May I say. Sir, 
that I am prepared to consider the amendment suggested by Khan 
Bahadur Maulvi Azizul Hacjue 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: But Sir, we have just been 
told that the Hon’ble Minister accepted it, not that he is merely 
prepared to “consider” it. 

r 

The Hoffl’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I hope my 
hon’ble friends will not misunderstand me. I have accepted the 
principle only, but actual drafting still remains to be done. 

Mr. PRESIDENT; What is the principle? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: The principle k 
that the liocal Government will condone a person if he has been sur- 
charged wrongly ; provided of course the Local Government is satisfied 
about that person’s acting in good faith. 
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Khan Bahaito Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Mav I suggest, Sir, 
that this matter may be taken up after the first prayer adjournment? 

Mr* PRESIDENT: All right. I agree. * 

(The Council was then adjourned for 15 minutes.) 

(After adjournment.) 

Mr^^RESIDENT: Is the amendment ready 

The Hon’Wo Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; Sir, the draft is 
being made by the Secretary of the Legislative Department, and we 
may go on with the otlier clauses now, and in the meantime the draft 
will be ready. 

Mr. PRESIDEJIT; Then \ou want this to be h ft out for the 
present. We were dealing with amendments Nos. 1S8 ami 194. 

The Hon»ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, Sir, for 

the time being. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: 1 beg to mo\e tljat in 
clause 11, in tlie proposed section 12313(5), in line 2, aft(‘r the word 
“motion,” the words “or on th(‘ application of any person affected by 
the order” be inserted. 

I do it in spite of the provision of section I23C for tin* apj)li(‘ation 
by a person to (iovernment for this reason. This sub-clause (5) is 
very extensive. It gives the Local (lov(*rnmenf power within one year 
after rei^eiviag the copy of the certificate to set aside or modify any 
disallowance, surcliarge or charge and any <ertificate in respect thereof 
made by the auditor.” This is a very extensive power and (jovernment 
may do it for any reason they think fit. But the clau.se in section 123C 
says, “in lieu of such application to the C^Durt sucli person may uiipeal 
to the Local Government who shall pass such urder.s as they think fit.” 
The appeal to the Local Government restricts the powers of tin* Imcal 
Government because upon an appeal, strictly speaking, the liocal 
Government may not set aside the surcharge unless the order for sur- 
charge was illegal or improperly made. At any rate, it is open to the 
suggestion that when a surcharge has been made by the auditor legally 
or lawfully, the Local Government on appeal ( annot set aside the order, 
whereas under section 123B(5) the Local Government have got power 
to set aside the order of their own motion on any ground. Therefore, 
I w’ant to put in after the word “motion” the words “or on the applica- 
tion of the person affected by the order.” 1 may mention in this 
connection that in regard to the last words of section 123C — I have got 
an amendment with reference to which I shall speak later on — but the 
suggestion is independent of that. If the section remains as it is, 
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there i.s no harm in g-iving the Local Government ^ow-er to set aside the 
order upon any ground whatsoever on the application of the person 
concerned. * 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I rise to oppose 
this amendment because there should be a distinction between section 
127B ('7) and section 12*1C. In fact, the Select Committee wanted to 
Htress the point and therefore put in the words “on their own motion, “ 

I do not see why it should not be accepted. Because there is, distinc- 
tion between section 127B(*J) and section 123C where the w^ording is 
that the Local Government may modify it of their own motion that 
this distinction should be maintained. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

Mft NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: 1 beg to \jiove that in clause 
11, after proposed section 123B(J), the following be added, namely: — 

^^E:rplanati<)n . — The J^ocal Government may j)ass such orders not- 
withstanding any orders passed by the Civil Court under section 123C.“ 

Ah we have just been told under section 123B (O), the Local Govern- 
ment may act on their own motion and under section 123C the person 
aggrieved may appeal either to the Civil Court or to the liocal Govern- 
ment. Supposing the person aggrieved appeals to the t^ivil Court and 
the Civil (^ourt finds that it ought to be held back, I want to give the 
Local Government power of their own motion to set aside or modify 
the surcharge. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Tlie clause is 
wide enough and I do not think that any explanation is at all neces- 
sary. Generally, of course, the Local (government will not interfere 
if the matter is brought to the Civil Court. I think this is a very 
salutary princijile and the Local (iovernment should stick to it. If a 
person wants to go to the (^ivil Court, I see no reason why the Local 
Government should stop him. I do not think that there is any neces- 
sity for the change. 

Mfi NARENDRA KUMAR BASU; Ordinarily not, but in excep- 
tional cases the Local Government may have to do it. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA; Sir, 1 beg to move that 
in clause 11, for proposed section 123C, the following be substituted, 
namely : — 

“123C. Any person affected by an order passed under section I23B, 
sub-section ( 1 ) may, by an application made within three months after 
he has been served with a copy of the order, ask that the question of his 
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liability to the su^ch^ge, disallowance or charge he referred for dw'ision 
to the Civil Court, and thereupon the Tiocal Governihent shall within 
•one month from the date of receipt of such application hy an order in 
writing stating the facts of the case and the (pjestion to he decided 
refer the question for decision to the Court having local jurisdiction 
over the subject matter of tlie dispute or over tlie person siirt harged or 
charged. Such order of reference shall he deemed to he a plaint, and 
the Ix)cal Governpieiit shall be deemed to be a plaintiff and the person 
agains^ijiom the surcharge lias been made shall be deemed to be a 
defendant, within the meaning of the Code of Civil Procedure. 1908.” 

Also to move that in clause 11, in proposed section 1‘JdC, in lines 
13 to 17, the words beginning with “or in lieu of such application” 
and ending with “shall be final," the following be substituted, 
namely : — 

• 

“And any sucli person may uls(» apply to the Local (lovernment to 
take action under section 1:3311, sub-section (J) and, where such an 
application is made the time between the date of such application and 
the final order of Government thereon shall be excluded in comi)uting 
the period of three montlis allowed under this sc*ction foi ai)j)lying to 
the Civil Court.” 

Also to move that in clause 11, in proposed sc^ction I‘s?3C. for tlie 
Explanation, the following Explanation be substituted, namely, — 

^^Explamition . — An application made under this scadion to the Court 
shall be deemed to be a suit within the* meaning of the ('ode* of Civil 

Procedure, 1908.” 

• 

Sir, together these three amendments constitute f)n(‘ whole scheme. 
In the place of the present section 123C 1 ^\ant to substitute a different 
procedure: the matter remains the same. If there lias been a surcharge, 
the matter may go to the (iovernment or to Court and the Court or 
Government will have power to consider the matte]'. The diftenmee 
lies in the procedure. Tender the proposed .section if fh(‘ certiticate has 
been made, within three months afttu* that any person against whom it 
has been made may apply to the Civil Coui^ to set aside or modify the 
order, and in that case the Civil Court’s power is final. My proposal 
is that in a case where a certificate has been made, the person who is 
affected may ask for a reference to the Civil Court and in that case 
when he asks for a reference, a reference will be made to the Civil 
Court and it will be heard as a suit. The difference betw'een the two 
procedures is practically the difference between the Public Debts 
Recovery Act and the Income Tax Act. Under the Public Debts 
Recovery Act the certificate is made by the Collector and if a person 
wants to have the certificate set aside, he has to go to the (hvil Court 
whereas under the Income Tax Act the assessee in such circumstances 
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-askH for a reference to the High Court in which^ca^ the reference is 
made to the High Court and heard there. The difference is not 
immaterial. In the section as it now stands, the person who makes the- 
application to the Civil Court goes there as a sort of plaintiff. The 
burden is on him to prove that the surcharge is wrong. In a ease of 
reference he would not be in such a position. It would he necessary 
for the auditor to justify the surcharge, and it will l^e necessary for 
the party surcharged to show tliat he has not been rjghtly surcharged. 
I think in a case like this the procedure analogous to tl/^c' in the 
Inc()me Tax Act is better than the procedure in the Public Debts 
Recovery Act. 

Then I come to the other portion of section 123C. The proposed 
section provides that in lieu of such application to tlie Court any such 
person may appeal to the Local (Tovernment. As t^i? Hon ’hie Minister 
has very lucidly pointed out, this appeal to the Local (Government and 
the powers exercisable by them under it are distinct fioiii the powers 
exercisable under sub-section (0) of section 123B. The Local Govern- 
ment will only see whether the order of surcluu>»e is illegal or not, 
whether the circumstanc(‘s justify the making td' the surcharge, 
whereas under sub-section (J) of section 123IL tlie Local Government 
exercises extensive power on any ground of expediency or otherwise. 
I do not want that this appeal to the Local Government should be in 
substitution for an appeal to the Civil Court. The appeal to the Civil 
(h>urt may be left as a last resort. In the meantime an appeal to the 
Local Government mav be made. Here I am relying on the precedent 
of certain proceedings in revenue courts. AVhen, for instance, a sale 
has been held under tlie revenue sale law, there may lie afi application 
to th(‘ revenue authorities — to the Divisional Commissioner — to set 
aside the sale. If he sets aside the sale well and good; if not, then 
the party may appeal to the Board of Revenue. When the Board of 
Revenue has refused to set aside the sale, tlien the j>arty has got the 
right to go to the Civil (Wrt. What I propose is that the same proce- 
dure should b(* adopted here. The executive authorities should first be 
exhausted before the matter goes to the Civil Court. Before the action 
of the executive officer comv^^ to be adjudicated upon by the Civil Court, 
the Local Government should have the authority of exercising their 
own judgment on it. That is the opportunity which is provided in th© 
amendment I propose and it is this: Instead of saying “in lieu of 
such application to the Court any such person may appeal to the Local 
Government," I say “And any such person may also .ipply to the Local 
Government to take action under section 123B, sub-section (-5), and, 
where such an application is made, the time between the date of such 
application and th© final order of Government thereon shall be excluded 
in computing the period of three months allowed under this section for 
applying to the Civil Court. 
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The essential thinj remains the same, only there is a difference 
of procedure, and 1 submit that the procedure I have submitted is 
assuredly better. Instead of rushiu|j to the Civil Court at once, the 
Local Government should have an opportunity of looking into the 
matter.^ In my proposed section 123C, first part, I have said tlmt ^\hen 
a reference has been made the reference shall be deemed to be a plaint, 
and the Local Government shall be deemed to be a plaintiff. Aeeord- 
injrly, I suggest the explanation as in amendment No. 20S. I say “a 
referenc^lHider this section to the (’ourt shall be ileeniod to be a suit 
within the meaning of tlie Code of Civil Procedure, 1908.“ The House 
will notice that the explanation as it .stands is only a provisional 
explanation. It is only tr\ing to circumvent the limitation on our 
legislative powers. We have no power to legislate so as to affect the 
jurisdiction of the lligli ('oiirt. That being .so. Civil ('nuit means the 
High Court of Judicature in Fort William of Hengal and unless and 
until the High Court is so empowered, such matters will have to be 
referred ^o the Small Cause Court. The Small Cause (\)urt is in u 
sense an unsuitable place where (juestions arising out of surc harge can 
be adjtidioated. Therefore I do not want that the Small Cause (^mrt 
should have power to deal with these matters. On the contrary, if 
you accept the explanation which 1 suggest, it gives ii legal right t(> a 
person to sue and so soon you give him that power, he has the power 
to g’o to the High Court without the* Legislature alfei'ting th(‘ jurisdic- 
tion of the High Court ; or if it is the caM* of a per.son living outside the 
jurisdiotion of the llig-h Ch)urt, for instance Hhowanipore or some* such 
place, bp goes to the (^ivil Court having jurisdiction, namely, the* (hvil 
Court of the 24-Pargaiias. Therefore, this explanation makt's it unneces- 
sary for us to^iesort to the devious process of legislating for going to 
the Civil Ch)urt. I submit, Sir, it the House will carefully consider 
the provisions of the amendments 1 have movcul, in tlie light of th<‘ 
explanation that I have given, the House will find (hat this is a more 
elegant piece of legislation than the proposed section 123C. The 
essentials are all there and no safeguards have been taken away, and 
I have provided altogether a more .satisfactory procedure. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BAiNERJI: In moving the 
amendment Dr. Sen Gupta has said that he is going to introduce a 
new principle. So far as that (question is concerned, may I inquire 
whether we can at this stage introduce any new prim ioley 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: On a point of personal 
Explanation, Sir. I said just the reverse, it is not a new principle at 
all. 


Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: Sir, some of the 

clauses of the Bill as drafted are already complicated enough and I 
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have great doubt as to the workability of some of these sections. Dr. 
Sen Gupta’s amendments are also complicated to a degree, and I think 
if these are accepted, it will render confusion worse confounded. ^ 
therefore, oppose t^e amendments. 

The Hon^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I must oppose 
all these three amendments. The procedure which Dr. Sen Gupta has 
suggested I may describe it as hybrid. The procedure which is laid 
down in the Bill is quite simple. It is a trfefl one' and it^Ads place 
in the Englisli statutes as well as in the statutes of otlier Indian pro- 
vinces, namely, the person aggrieved has the right of appeal to the Civil 
Court and in the alternative to the Local Government. Dr. Sen 
Gupta suggests tliat there should be a reference on application to the 
Civil Court and the Local Government would practically be in the 
position of a defendant. That means the Local Government would be 
saddled with costs. Why should it be? If the person aggrieved feels 
tliat he has been improperly treated, the best (‘ourse for him would be 
to go to the Civil Court. It he thinks it would be cheaper, he can appeal 
to the Local Government. He has the alternative procedure of appeal- 
ing either to the Civil Court or to the Local Government. The proce- 
dure is a well-recognised one, and it has worked satisfactorily in 
England and in other provinces. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA; May I ask the Hon’ble 
Minister if the Income Tax Commissioner makes a reference ^to the 
High Court if saddled with costs? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I do not know. 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta's motions were then put and lost. 

Babu SATISH CHANDRA RAY CHOWDHURY: I beg to move 
that in clause II, in proposed section 123D (7), in lines 1 and 2, the 
words “notwithstanding any application or appeal that may be made 
tinder section 123C” be omitted and in line 12, after the word “auditors,’’ 
the words “or after disposal of the application or appeal referred 
to in section 123C'’ be iiwerted. 

Sir, I can assure the House that it is not an amendment for amend- 
ment’s sake. In my opinion it attacks the very principle of law and 
procedure. What is laid down in the Bill is that notwithstanding any 
application or appeal that may be made under section 123C, etc., the 
amount charged may be realised from the unfortunate person who has 
to bear the burden. So far as we know, the principle of law militates 
against such a rule as is embodied in the sub-clause. It has been said 
that this Bill is practically a copy of the British Act. I, therefore,, 
tliinkf it worth while to refer for a moment to the British Act. I find 
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in. Victoria 30 and a contrary rule is laid down — a very contrary 
thing is laid down in this particular clause, and there “is «n explanation 
^forthcoming for that. This will appear extraordinarily hard when we 
remember that the amount of surcharge on (he members (d ihe Com- 
mittee^ or persons authorising certain payments may be a very large 
amount, may he several thousands or lakhs of rupees. Fnder the 
circumstances, if that particular person, after he has filed an appeal, 
has to pay the amount, I submit it w’ould appear to he n(»nsense. 1 
think little need he said in support of my amendment. I leave it 
to the House whether we should he a party to a provision like this. It 
means practically a negation of common sense and a negation of legal 
propriety. With these words I commend my motion to ilje accejdance 
of the House. 

Mr. B. C. CHaVtERJEE: Sir, I have been loath to speak on this 
Bill up till now, because I felt that not having had llu' opportunity of 
studying the Bill, as 1 was away, 1 had no title to speak before the 
House. But this is a inatier that hits one in the face, if I mu.v say 
so. I submit that om* need only read ihe section to discover the un- 
tenability of the piovision against which my friend has protested. 
You first provide for the appeal, then you provide for the sum due to 
be recovered notw’ithstanding the appeal, and then when tin* person is 
acquitted on appeal you provide that the sum should l)e lefunded. 1 
ask the Hon’ble Minister to say which is the simpler procedure, to 
allows an appeal, to levy the sum during the pendency of th(‘ upi)cal 
and then to give it back to tlie person if he has won tli(‘ appeal or to 
let him go •until the appeal is finally decided. Surels, (jovernnnmt 
must be reasonable. I understand that this Act is based on the English 
Act. Mr. Satish Chandra Bay Chowdhury has pointed out that the 
English Act contains a contrary provision. The provision contained 
therein seems to be in consonance with ordinary common sense* and all 
sense of fairness. Therefore I ask the Ilon’ble Minister to withdraw 
this clause and accept the amendinent. (Vutainly he has got a very 
powerful support behind him, and he can carry anything in the teeth 
of opposition, but as this is absolutely contrary to reason, I hope he 
will act to our suggestion and accept this amendment. 


The Hofi’Me Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I am afraid I 
have to oppose this amendment. Mr. Satish Chandra Hay Chowdhury 
tried to justify his amendment on the ground that it is contrary to 
the procedure of Law Courts, namely, that wdien there is an appeal 
the execution should be stopped. I have yet to learn that the moment 
one files an appeal, the execution is automatically stopped. That is 
never the case. Moreover, in this case the application would be made 
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practice that wlieh one files an appeal and wants to stay the execution, 
Ihe party praying? for the stay of the execution is asked to make a 
deposit or to furnish a security of a heavy amount which is often more 
than tlie value of the suit. 


MauIvi 8YED MAJID BAKSHs What is the order? 

The Hofl^ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Order No. 41, 
Rules 45 and 46, 


The Hoil^ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY,? Moreover, there 
is th(‘ pinvisioii for refund. If the appeal succeeds, the money will be 
letunded. So, it makes no substantial difference so far us tlie appellant 
is concerned. Ti will be a more effective provision, because it will stop 
frivolous appeals and there will be less deday in disposing of matters. 
It is certainly in the public interest that when there is a surcharge, 
the money should be realised without uniu'cessary delay. On these 
grounds 1 oppose it. 

Rabu Satish ('handra Ray rdiowdhury’s moHon })eing j)ut, a division 
was taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


All. Mivivi Hawaii. 

•akik. Maalvi 8yad Majid. 

BaaarJI, Ral Bahadur Kwhab Chandra. 
BantrJi, Mr. P. 

Batu. Mr. Narandra Kumar. 

OhattarjM. Mr. B. 0. 

Bhaudhurl, Baba Klihorl Mohan, 
fulultah. Manivi Muhammad. 

Sbou, Dr. Amulya Ratan. 

Mahim, Maulvi Abdul. 

diadaa. ban Bahadur Mautvi Aiiiul. 


Maiti, Mr. R. 

Mittra, Bahu 8arat Chandra. 

Momin. Khan Bahadur Muhammad AMul. 
Mookorjta, Mr. tyamaproMd. 

Peddar, loth Hunumaa Proud. 

Quaum, Maulvi Ahul. 

Ral Mabatai, Munindra Dob. 

Ray, Mr. Ihanli Shokbaroawar. 

Ray Chowdhury, Babu SalUh Chandra. 

•on Bupia. Dr. Naroah Chandra. 

•bah. Maulvi Abdul Hamid. 


NOES. 


Afial. Hawabiada Khwaja MukammH, Khan 
Bahadur. 

Armtlronc, Mr. W. I. 
vahworth Mr .0. G. 

BM. Babu Lalit Kumar. 

Burma, Ral •ahib Paaohaaan. 

BIrkmyro, Mr. H. 
taaa. Mr. •. M. 

BfMamloy, Mr. d. M. 

Sura, Mr. H. H. 

Bhaadbari, Khan Bahadur Maulvi Alimuitamaa. 


Chaudhuri. Khan Bahadur Maulvi Halfur Rabmau. 
Cohon, Mr. D. 4. 

Dain. Mr. G. R. 

Daa, Rai Bahadur Kamial Kumar. 

Dutt.Rai Bahadur Dr. HarMhaa. 

Bdgloy. Mr. N. G. A. 

Paroaul. tho Hoa’blo Hawab K. G. M., Khaa 
Bahadur. 

Fawaaa, Mr. L R. 

Ghuiaavi, tho Moa'Mo AlhadJ Raurab Bahadur 
fir Abdolkorim, ul DiWaar. 
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Mtliril, Mr. 1. H. 
tMilHb Mr.D. 

•■IM, iiii PrttvUa Kmar. 

Mtgg, Mr. •. P. 

Matpir Mr.fi. a. 

NMata. Matkarraf, Kkaa Bakaiar. 
HaaaaiB, Maahrl Utafal. 

Kkaa, Kkaa BakaBar Maaivi Maaxxaia Ali. 
Kkaa. Mr. Raiaar Rakaiaa. 

Lackkart .Mr. A. R. E. 

Mafaira, Me^. T. • 

MHIar, Mr.0%^ 

MMar, ika Naa'kia Sir Pravath Chuadar. 
Mfttar, Mr. ». C. 

Malllak, Mr. Makaada Babary. 

Hag. Ravaraad B. A. 

Muiaiaddia, tha Haa’bla Mr. Khwaja. 
Malaaa, Mr.W. M. 

Mlchail, Mr. C. K. 

Philaal. Mr. H. 0. V. 

Praatlea.tba Haa'kia Sir Willie. 

Rakaiaa. Mr. A. F. M. Abdur-.* 


Ray.Baka Aaurtyaibaa. 

Ray. Baka Khattar Makaa, 

Ray, Baka Ragaadra Harayaa. 

Ray Ohtardhary, Mr. K. 0. 

Raat, Mr. d. B. 

Ray. tba Naa*kia Sirliijay Praiad tlagh. 
Ray, Baka Narikaau. 

Ray, Mr. Sailaiwar llagk. 

Ray, Mr. Sarat Kaaiar. 

Ray, Mr. S. H. 

•aadatallak. Maaivi Muhaaimad. 
SaliaBa. Baka Satya Kinkar. 

Sarkar. Rai Sahik Rabat! Makaa. 

Saa, Mr. B. R. 

San. Rai Babadar filrit Chandra. 

Stavaa. Mr. J. W. R. 

Samnar, Mr. C. R. 

Thamytan. Mr. W. N. 

Tawaand. Mr. N. F. V. 

Walkar. Mr. W. A. M. 

WilkinMn. Mr. N. R. 

Woadktad. tha Non'kU Mr. J. A. 


The Ayes 22 and the Noes (id, the motion uns lost 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sn. 1 1.^ to move that 
in clause 11, .section 1231)(/), in lines 1 and 2 , for the words “.Not- 
withstanding? any application or appeal that may he made'” tin' follow- 
ing words he suhstituted, namely: — 

a 

“subject to any order which nia\ he niadi' In the Court or tin* Local 
Government on an application.” 

a 

1 he Hon hie Minister has made my task somewhat easier h\ pivin^ 
an exposition of the procedure in Courts, which is jiartiall.v (orrmt. 
Sir, when a suit has been decreed in tin* Lower Court end the matter 
f?oes on appeal to a Higher (?ourt the execution of a decree is not 
stayed forthwith but the Appellate Court has prot the j-ower to stay the 
proceeding's in execution on such pterins as it thinks fit. On that 
analogy, w'hen there is an appeal before a Court, it stands to reason 
that the Court should have the authority t*) stay the execution if it 
thinks fit and on such terms as the f?ivin^ of security or otherwise as 
the Court thinks fit. That power i.s allowed even in the case of appeals, 
as the Hon’ble Minister has explained. I am providing? that where the 
matter g^oes to a Court, the Court should have the power to stay the 
proceedings if it thinks fit. If tfie Court does not stay the proceedings, 
then this clause comes into operation, and then the money will be 
recovered in 3 months by certificate. If the matter does not go on 
appeal to the Court but to the Local Government, the J.( 0 (al Govern- 
ment should have the power to stay proceedings l)ut the section as it 
stands admits of no stay. The law here is as inexorable as the fates. 
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The moment a certificate has been made, withii^ 3 pionths that money 
has got to be prfid to the Chief Executive Officer and no power on earth 
can stop it, not even the Local Government, unless the Local Govern- 
ment chooses to acoept my amendment. 

The Hon ’hie Minister has made one mistake, while speaking on the 
last motion, which I ought to point out. He said that if we go to the 
Original Side security will have to be given according to the rules of 
the Original Side. I do not doubt that if you accept my ^^^ndment 
the Court will ask for secmrity to be given. But he makes one mistake 
and that is this; if the matter goes to the Original Side (as it is not 
provided yet, and until the Government of India have legislated it does 
not go to the Original Side) it does not go as an appeal. Therefore, 
the provisions relating to appeals do not apply to this application, 
which will be an application, on summons it may be, or on a notice of 
motion. In that case no question of security arises. Therefore the 
Court may very well stay the execution either on security being given 
or without any security, and the Court certainly has the power, when 
the matter comes up before it, the Court has the jurisdiction under the 
law, to issue an injunction upon any party, the auditor or the Chief 
Executive Officer, as the c^se may be. It lias got the power to issue an 
injunction to restrain the realisation of that amount. This clause seeks 
to take away that power from the Court. I do not know, if that is 
what is meant — that the Court should liave no power to issue an injunc- 
tion, that this clause is infra vires of this House without the special 
sanction of tlie Governor General. I take it, therefore, that it is not 
contemplated that any jurisdiction of the Court is sought to be affected. 
If you want to leave Ihe jurisdiction of the Court intact to issue an 
injunction, you cannot do so in spite of this section. Therefore this 
clause “notwithstanding any application” and so forth will simply 
create complications in the law, conflicts in the existing power of the 
Court and special powers provided by this clause. Then again there 
will be another difficulty unless you accept this amendment. The 
Hon’ble Minister was pleased to characterise one of my motions as a 
hybrid motion, but if he looks to this clause of his, he will find that it 
is a worse hybrid than ni,ine, a more monstrous hybrid than ever was 
contemplated by me. It is this; The clause as it originally stood 
provided that any sum certified to be due from any person by the 
auditors \inder this Act shall be paid by sucli person to the Executive 
Officer within one month after he has been served with the certificate 
of the auditors or within such longer period as may ]>e allowed by the 
liOcal Government, etc. Well, that would be a perfectly cogent and 
reasonable thing, to which no exception (;ould be taken. That was one 
of the sources, one of the parents of this clause us it stands, but another 
parent intervened, and the Select Committee has introduced the words 
“or if the certificate has been modified under section J23B (-5) or under 
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sectiaii 123C, the awnifshown to be due from .such i)erso!i iu the modi- 
fied certificate.” Now, wliat happens if the appeal is made to the 
Local Government or to the Court, and the matter is Jiot decided within 
3 months but an order is passed in a modified certificate after 4 months 
this section then becomes inapplicable. How is the money which 
becomes due after 4 months of a certificate to be paid within 3 months 
of the certificate? That is a mathematical problem which ministerial 
intellig^ce alone n’ill be able to solve. Therefore, if you want to kee]» 
the claused it is the words “notwithstanding^ any application or appeal 
that may be made under section ]23(”’ is absolutely irrational. It 
cannot exist there and it makes the whole tiling nonsense. Therefore, 
the only possible thiii»‘ that can be done is to a(‘(‘ept my amendment. 
So that this liability to pay money within 3 months sliall be subject 
to any orders which may be passed by the Court on appeal, or by the 
Local Government oii appeal to it. In either case it will l)e for the 
Court, or the Local Government, ns the case may be, to tlecide whetlier 
the realisation of the amount is to be stayed or not. It is the plainest 
common sense to say that, and contrary to c<ujim(m sense to put in the 
clause as it is, and ask the Court and the authorities and the ('hief 
Executive Officer to recover the surchat^je from peiNons wlu) are at 
fault. In tliat case the clause will be abs(dutely meaningless. 

Maufvi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: I would not hav(> interfered in 
this debate had not a le^ml proposition been propounded by the Leader 
of the Hou.se, 

The Hon’bje 8ir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: What I pro- 
pounded has nothing' to do with this, and that also I did not say in the 
House. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: It does not matter whether he 
said that in tlie House or elsewhere. The Leader of thc' House 
ought to have some patience while 1 am reading fn)m tlie Civil 
Procedure Code * 

The Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER t/IITTER : 1 did not take 
part in the debate 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: I do not know what Sir Provash said outside 
the Council Chamber. It cannot be made an offshoot of our debate. 
Mauivi Sahib, you should not refer to that. 

MbuIvI 8YED MAJID BAK8H: All right, Sir. I shall read out 
the section of the Civil Procedure Code in relation to the amendment 
that has been moved. 
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Mr. PRESIDENT: Tes, if it is relevant, f 

A 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: It refers to the stay of executioo 
without making a deposit. 

r 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I take it that you are speaking on the motion 
itself without taking into consideration Sir Provash^s remarks of which 
I have no direct knowledge. , ^ 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: 1 hope when I read out the 
section, advantage can of course be taken by persons who require it. 
I am reading from Order 41, Rule 5 

Tha Hon’ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: Order 41, 
Rule f), relates to the Chapter on Appeals. We, have nothing to do 
with appeals in this debate at this stage. Order 41, Rule 5, deals with 
appeals filed against the decision of a Lower Court. We are not 
debating the question of appeals against the decision of a Lower Court. 
Therefore, my submission to you. Sir, is that any reference to Order 41, 
Pule 4o, is not relevant to the subject matter of the present amendment. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAKSH: The Hon’ble Member quotes 
Order 41, Rule 45, but Order 41 contains only 37 rules. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Mauivi Sahib, could you deny tliat theVction 
you are about to read does not really refer to appeals against the 
decision of Lower Courts!' Ls it or is it not a fact tliat it does? 

Mauivi SYED MAJID BAKSH: 1 shall point out to you, Sir, that 
whenever there is an appeal, there is ample provision in the Civil 
Procedure Code to which a reference was made by the Hon’ble 
Minister 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Will you' please take your seat, Mauivi Sahib? 
When the President rises to address the House, you must take your 
seat. The point is whether the words that the Hon’ble Sir Provash 
might have mentioned casually are still ringing in your ears. There 
can be no occasion for you to read Order 41, Rule 5, because that 
relates to appeals against Lower Courts and we are not discussiug any 
such matter at the present moment. 

Mauivi SYED MAJID BAKSH: But the Hon’ble Minister has just 
said — I am not going to mention from whom lie has taken the cue— 
that deposit is necessary in the case of an appeal to stay execution, but 
I shall show that the deposit is not necessary. 
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TIN Hon'bl* JNr^UOY PRASAD SINGH ROY'. But I did not 

say that on this motion, but on another motion. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Will you please let me krfow wliat you actually 
saidPs Did you say that deposit was necessary in the case of the stay 
of execution? 

The Hofl’bie Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I never said 
that. ^ ^nly wanted to say that the Court could ask for a deposit in 
the case of an appeal. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: But you did say that. 

The Hofi’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Vcs, hut nuthiug 
directly. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAKSH: There i.s IMv o, Order 41. and 
I am reading the first portiim which is very enlightening, so that many 
persona who had not read that section may huv«» some idea of the law. 
It runs thus: ‘‘An appeal shall not operate as a stay of proceedings 
und(jr a decree or order appealed from except so far uh the Appellate 
Court may order, nor sliall execution of a d(*cree W stayed hy r(‘ason 
only of an appeal having been preteried from tin* decree; hut t)ie 
Appellate Court may tor sufficient cause order stay of execution of such 
decree. 

(2) Where an ajiplication is made for stay of exei ulion of an ajipeal- 
able decree before the expiration of tin* time allowe^l for upp(*aliiig 
therefrom, t|je Court ^^llicll pass^Nl the decree may on siifticieni cause 
being shown order the execution to lx* stayed. 

(/j) No order for stay of execution shall he made under sub-rule (/) 
or sub-rule {2} unless the Court making it is satisfi-ul — 

(a) that substantial loss may result to tlie party epplying for stay 
of exeeution unless the order is made : 

(h) that the application has • lieeii made witliout unreasomihlo 
delay; and ^ 

(c) that security has been given hy the applicant for the due jier- 
formance of siieh deeree or order as may ultimately he- 
binding upon him.’' 

It will be quite clear, Sir, that security is different from deposit ; 
that is what I submit. It is security which has misled my friends and 
it is not deposit. Then comes sub-section {4), which runs thus : — 

“Notwithstanding anything contained in sul>-rule the (’ourt 
may make an ex jxtrte order for stay of execution pending the hearing, 
of the application/' 
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Then there is another section which has been ^jst^ight of, and it i« 
Order 21, Rule 26, which says — 

• 

‘‘The Court to which a decree has been sent for execution shall, 
upon sufficient cause being shown, stay the execution of such decree.” 
So, there are ample provisions for both the Appellate Court as well as 
for the Court which passed the decree, as soon as there is an appeal. 
The provision is very \fide in the Civil Procedure Code which is not so 
narrow as the other legislations. The Court to which^ a decree Las been 
sent for execution shall upon sufficient cause being shown stay 
the execution of such decree for a reasonable time to enable the 
judgment debtor to apply to the Court before filing any appeal what- 
soever under Order 21, Rule 26. The defendant may apply to the Court 
that he is going to appeal, and the Court will stay execution by taking 
proper security which might have been made by ^such Court of first 
instance or Appellate Court if execution had been issued thereby. 
Before making an order to stay execution or the discharge of the 
judgment debtor, the Court may require such security from or impose 
sucli conditions upon the judgment debtor as it thinks fit.” 

I had no mind to interfere in this debate, but wlien I found that law 
was being deliberately misexplained and misrepresented in this House, 

1 felt myself compelled to interfere, and I hope people who want to 
interfere in matters of law which we deal with daily and have not dealt 
with 25 years before, must do so with the sense of apprehension that 
they may be cauglit napping, and these are the persons who are as 
inno(!ent of law as their orderlies. They should not interfere in these 
matters in this House at all. 

The Hon^ble Sir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: I de^re to 
take part in the debate. In spite of the language used by Maulvi 
Majid Baksh, let us try to approach the question without heat. Order 
41 is headed thus — “Appeals from original decrees.” Rules 5 and 6 
of Order 41 are under the sub-headings “Stay of proceedings and of 
executions.” Of that Order 41, Rule 5 says definitely “an appeal shall 
not operate as a stay of proceedings under a decree or order appealed 
from except so far as the Appellate Court may order 

Mr. 8YAMAPR08AD MOOKERJEE: Is the Hon’ble Member 
speaking on the motion or giving another exposition of the section? 

The Hon’llle 8ir PR0VA8H CHUNDER MITTER: I am replying 
to Maulvi Majid Baksh who was speaking on the motion, and I am 
trying to explain that this interpretation of the law arising out of the 
motion is according to my humble submission not quite accurate. 
Order 41, Rule 5, clause {!) says “an appeal shall not operate as a 
stay of proceedings, etc.” I would not go into details, and the very 
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2'*^“ 5, stb-rule (J) (,). on which the merer has spoken 
shows that the security is m i-onteiiiplation. and Order 21, Rule 26 only 
authorises that the Court of first instance can rule certain thinos but 
It IS quite clear that the rules differ. The provisions of the Civil 
Procedure Code deal with appeals from original decrees of either the 
First Court which passed the original decree and can take certain steps 
under Order 21, Rule 26, or the Appellate Court to which the appeal 
hw be8h ^led call also take certain steps, hut the real point of 
difference is that this is not an appeal from an original decree. This 
18 not an appeal from an original decree, that is one jioint. Hut if it 
were an appeal from an original decree, then Order 41, Ihiles 5 and C 
might have been relevant. Therefore, all this doe.s not ari.se and it is 
a question of surcharge. The surcliarge is not in that sense a judicial 
proceedings which i.s well-establislied. Heginning from the (‘use of the 
Privy Council, in order tliat it should he a judicial procet'ding ( oriain 
steps hate got to be taken. We may be absolutely wrong, but that is 
an aspect of the case to which I would rvivr my friends, Mr. Narendra 
Kumar Basil and Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee ; but 1 would (uid by 
saying that it is not really helpful to the discussion. 


out 


Mfi NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, 1 would like to jioint 


Mr# PRESIDENT: Mr. Basu, this is not a Law Court, (laiughter.) 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: The Leader of tin* House has 
appealed to ir*e to speak. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: May I put a question 
to the Hon’ble Minister What I feel is that under section a 

man against whom a surcharge has been made has to go to a Civil 
Court for setting aside tlie order of surcharge. It does not pretend 
to set aside any of the powers vested in Civil Courts Tliat being so, 
would it be open to the Civil Court to issue an injunction on tlio auditor 
or for the matter of that to tlie officer exei^ifing the decree that such 
and such an order sliould not lx* executed? 

Tha Hon’ble Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: When it eonu s 
before Government, Government will take the opinion of their legal 
advisers. 

Mf. H. P, V. TOWNEND: I propose to go back to what wu.s said 
before the discussion wandered off to a consideration of legal priaedure. 
Of course what has been said about this is quite relevant, hut it is 
perhaps a little removed from the real point under discussion. There 
are two points jvhich Dr. Sen Gupta lal)Our8. He says first that ibis 
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clause is unworkable as it stands because unless liis amendment is 
accepted no power on earth can stop the inexorable progress of the 
machinery of the ciause: a man must pay within f3 months or the 
machinery will go on, whatever be the hardship involved in tlje case. 
He has not read the clause. The clause itself says that a man must do 
certain things within 3 months or within such extra time as Govern- 
ment may allow. So there is a power on earth which can prevent the 
machinery from going on and there is no need on this groUnd for 
Dr. Sen Gupta’s amendment. I presume that Dr. Sen Gupta is really 
arguing that there ought to be some power to stop the section from 
working at all. That must be his reason for putting in an amendment 
which would make it work very slowly. Dr. Sen Gupta’s main object 
is to make this machinery work slowly because he wants to have action 
held up till the lawyers have finished discussing eacji case in the Courts. 
He is a lawyer and he likes legal discussions ; he has given the House 
a long legal discussion earlier in the day and he has also given it 
several other long discussions during the past few other days : and the 
House has shown what it thought of them by rejecting the amendments 
which they supported. Dr. Sen Gupta has frequently told us during 
this debate that he knows nothing about the working ( f local Ixidies 
and ho is, therefore, perhaps bringing to bear on questions relating to 
the working of local bodies his experience of the working of the Law 
Courts; he wants to liave in the conduct of the business of local bodies 
the same slow deliberation that marks the Law Courts. In this* parti- 
cular case it would be rather disastrous if there was .‘•uch delay : the 
deterrent effect of the surcharge provision would be destroyed. Dr. Sen 
Gupta has told us that he is not satisfied that the (duiise as it stands is 
workable : but lie has said mum the same thing about every cljiuse of 
the Bill up to now; and it is no good for Government to .seek to satisfy 
him on this clause when he would still be left in a state of such solid 
dissatisfaction about the other clauses; so we can leave out of a(‘count 
the question of Dr. Sen Gupta’s dissatisfaction. 

As regards the question whether fhe clause would allow the issue 
of injunctions by Civil Courts I am not in a position to speak, but it 
matters very little. If a Ifcourt can issue an injunction and wants to 
issue an injunction, it will issue the injunction: if it cannot issue an 
injunction, it will not and no one will be the worse off: the Court will 
decide on this point. The next point raised by Dr. Sen Gupta was 
that this clause was a hybrid. He takes exception to the portions 
added by the Select Committee. He seems to think that because the 
Select Committee added to the clause as originally drafted, therefore, it 
must be hybrid. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Please understand before 
you pretend to answer me. 
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fooiethinff which is different from what he actually said, that is another 
matter. He should have made his meaning clear, I understand him 
to argue that the clause is hybrid because one part was put in by 
Government and the other by the Select Committee. It his argument 
does not bear the meaning I put on it, what meaning does it bear.^ 
The question is whether the clause has no meaning or wliether Dr. Sen 
Gupta^r^arks h*ave none. I see no objection to accepting the second 
alternative, because so many of liis remarks in tlie debate have come 
near to having no meaning .that there it, no rea.son for surprise if this 
one proves to have none. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Is he cnlithHl to make 
such personal reflections 

Mr. •PRESIDENT; AVell, Dr. Sen Gupta, 1 heard \ou flinging 
remarks at him which you ha<l no business to do. 

Mr. H. Pi V. TOWN END: 1 suj>pos(‘ I hav(* said sufficiiuit to meet 
the arguments of Dr. Sen Gupta and J do not think that otlier speakers 
advanced any other arguments which call for a reply. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

After Mr. President called on Hui Bahadur Jogesh Chandra Sen to 
move*liis amendments, Munindra Deb Itai Mahu.sui got up tf) mov(‘ his 
amendment No. !211, and remained standing. 

Mr. B. CHATTERJEE : Sii", the Hai Mahasai is still standing 
on the burning deck. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You know what fate befell the b()\ who stoofi 
on the burning deck. (Laughter.) 

Munindra Deb Itai Mahasai resumed his seat. 

Rai Bahadur JOCESH CHAnDRA SEN: I beg to move that in 
clause 11, in propo.sed section 1236(7), in lines 14 to 22, the words 
beginning with “any such suin’’ and endiiyr "ith “by that (!ourt“ be 
omitted, 

I also move that in (lause 11, in proposed section 123D(2), in 
line 1, the words “or recovered’’ be omitted. 

Sir, it is no good flogging a dead horse, and nj> reasons are that 
this clause is a penalty clause. If a Councillor or an Alderman does 
anything wrong, he will lose his suit; if an officer does anything wrong, 
he will be dismissed, but this section 123D will not stop here. Persons 
already persecuted by section 123B will be further persecuted and certi- 
ficates will be issued against them. Is it fair to flog a dead horse 
You dismiss a^man and then you give him some other punishment. 
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The Councillor or the Alderman concerned will fce Humiliated and the 
officer concerned will lose his service and after this he is going to be 
further punished ! | submit that this will be the worst form of cruelty 

possible. I, therefore, suggest that the words that I have mentioned 
may be omitted. * 

The Hoit’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, 1 oppose the 
amendments. If these are accepted, no means fo'r recovery^ of the 
amounts will be left. 

Rai Bahadur Jogesh Chandra Sen’s motioiiM were then put and lost. 

Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I beg to move that in 
clause 11, proposed section 123E be omitted. 

It provides that when in a proceeding instituted under clause 123C 
the finding is against the auditor and the Court allows costs against 
the auditor for, say, absolute negligence or misconduct of the auditor, 
nevertheless it will be the Corporation which will have to pay the costs. 
If the auditor makes a homl fult mistake, in that case one can under- 
stand that he should he protected. But when the auditor has acted 
maliciously and the (’ourt has awarded heavy damages against him for 
that reason, nevertheless it will be the (Corporation which will have to 
pay ! This is a clause which does not require arguments to move for 
its deletion. I could have understood a clause which made the 
Corporation pay for the cost of the auditors in certain cases and not in 
others, but the clause as it stands is unqualified. Therefore^ it could 
not possibly he supported on any ground of reason or law or legal 
principle: hut perhaps we are not dealing with a piece of law which 
has anything analogous to any legal principle. Perliaps what we are 
dealing with is not a legal proceeding - before a Court although it goes 
to a Court, and after all it is going to l)e an altogether original produc- 
tion of this Legislature for which there need be no precedent whatso- 
ever. 1 lUHul not argue further, because arguments are needless and 
arguments are luseless. As Mr. Towuiend once luminously observed, 
whatever the strength of our arguments may be, he has 84 or more 
solid arguments on his side — and they are his votes, therefore further 
arguments are absolutely useless. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg to support this amend- 
ment. It seems to me that it is really whittling down the powers of 
the Court to which the application is to be made, ft is needless for 
me to say that the Court will not pass an order for costs against the 
auditors in ordinary cases and the order for costs against the auditors 
wull only be passed by the Court — auditors are public officers — only in 
exceptional cases. As was remarked a few minutes ago by one of the 
speakers, in income tax matters costs are hardly ever gwarded against 
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tl» Income Tax Commissioner, and I think the Hijrh Court will be 
chary of awardirflgr A)8ts against the auditors except in exceptional 
cases. To say that in those exceptional cases also the cost of the 
‘auditors shall be paid by the Corporation is soinet^^ing which is neither 
logic nor common sense. If it were apprehended that whenever the 
auditor's decision was set aside by the Civil (\nirt, the Civil Court 
would grant costs against the auditor then one could have understood 
the necessity of some provision of that description. Hut here you are 
providing that th^ cost awarded against the auditor in every case must 
be paid bj^the Corporation. But why should they pay for the mistakes 
made by the auditors. If a suit is brought against the auditor in the 
Original Side of the High Court it will he very difficult for the suing 
party to fight against him hacked as he will he by (loveriimeut uith all 
its legal advisers in the sha])e of Advocate-deneral, Legal Hemem- 
brancer and others behind its back, and I say it is very liard lines on 
the Corporation to Inake them pay the cost if any is awarded against 
the audkor. By this clause is not Government emonraging th(‘ misuse 
of Corporation funds P The Corporation has to jmy the cost oi the 
party which loses in the suit brought by it against Hmt parly. It is 
strange that such a provision should ho sought to he made* by (iovern- 
meiit which professes to he so anxious to preserve intuci tin* in1egnt_\ 
of the Corporation funds. Therefore, it is clear that Oi>vernmeiit it- 
self here is giving license to the Corporation to make illegal payments. 
They are illegal Ix’cause the Court has awarded the cost against the 
auditep- and it is hardly in consonance with the principle of tin* Bill or 
with any legal principle if the Corporation is made to jiay tli(‘ cost of 
the auditor. 

Mr. B. C. CHATTERilEE: Sii. as a member of ilie l(*gal profes- 
sion I kind it my duty to enter a protest against this provi.sion in tlie 
Bill. It seems to he against all principles of civil jurispnnlciice. It 
is impossible to understand why an auditor against vliom the High 
Court has come to such serious decision as to award costs shf>uld he 
considered to have a right (td •hbitum to draw on the funds of the 
Corporation for paying costs. J canmndersfand if the ilon’hle Minister 
wants some kind of safeguarding clause like this; that all costs 
awarded against the auditor on the ground of hi.s own default or 
laches should be paid by him. T am asking the I Ion ’hie Mi’iister to 
make it more clear by providing tliat where costs have been granted 
against the auditor except on the ground of his owm laches or default, 
in those instances the Corporation shall have to pay the (ost. If 
Government loses some money on account of some default or laches on 
the part of its servant, then Government make the servant pay. 
Similarly, I say that all that the Hon'ble Alinister can legitimately ask 
for is a sort of a safeguard for the auditor who should only he made 
to pay where the costs have been ordered against him on the grotind 
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of his laches or default. Have some sort of provision like this if you 
so desire. Surejy you are not introducing what^used to be considered 
in the old days as the divine right of kings. We have heard of the 
doctrine that the king can do no wrong. But surely you are not 
going to lay down the doctrine that the auditor under the provisions 
of this Act (cannot do any wrong. Surely you are not going to do that. 
The auditor must be made liable on such occasions on which all other 
persons occupying the same position as Government servants would be 
liable. If the Hon’ble Minister sees his way to accept the su^estion 
that I have made, well and good. Otherwise I think evefybody who 
is here not merely to support Government, but is here to support 
Government only when the Government is in the right and to oppose 
when the Government is in the wrong will vote for the amendment. 


Mauivi ABUL QUA8EM: I find one difficulty as regards sections 
123E. It is said that all expenses incurred in ^connection with an 
application under section 123D shall be paid out of the municipal 
fund. The whole purpose of the Bill is to check illegal and unneces- 
sary expenditure of the rate-payers’ money. What guarantee is there 
that the auditor will not make some inflated and improper bill of 
expenditure and what machinery is the bill providing to serve as a 
check on any snch tendency on the part of the auditor!*^ I certainly 
think that there should have been provision of some authority w'ho 
.should certify the expenditure incurred by the auditors to be legal and 
necessary. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I must remind 
the hon’ble members who propose to vote against Government that 
the auditor in this case is no other person than the Accountant-General, 
Bengal, or the Examiner of Local Ac(*ounts. Dr. Sen Gupta said that 
the auditor might have acted maliciously. The auditor is not -a party 
in the (’orporation politics, neither is he interested in the affairs of the 
(h)rporation. He is an Accounts Officer under tlie Government of 
India. So he can be reasonably expected to consider things from a 
detaclied point of view. The whole clause about ihe surcharge would 
be unworkable if the auditors ane not protected; with the sword of 
Damocles hanging over their heads that they might be saddled with 
costs if they try to do their duties they would never be able to act 
honestly. 


Mft Ba Ct CHATTERJEE: My point is that where the costs have 
been allowed by the Court against the auditors in ciuse of latches or 
default, in such cases they should be made to pay. 

The HoiPMa Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: But who is 

going to be reimbursed.'' It is the Calcutta Corporation which is 
going to be reimbursed and not the Government or the auditors them- 
selves. The auditors would l)e doing their work in the interest of the 
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Cwnwation and if the auditors are to lie saddled with costs, certainly 
the costs should. co#ie from the Corporation. With the.se words I 
oppose the amendment. • 

Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta’s motion heinif P«t. a division was 
taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


AH, Mttivi Hmmm. 
■akfli.nielfityti MiJMj* 

■aMfJI. Mr. 

■mv, Mr. Harniirt Kaaiar. 
aiMOtrlM, Mr. ■. e. 

SkasMivri, lakv Kltharl Mtlian. 
FiiHriltli, MmIvI MakaiNMatf. 
aiMM, Ral taliRtfar taiMka Oamir. 
MaKi. Mr. R. 

Miltra, taka karat Okaaira. 


Mtakarjat, Mr. lyaaiapraMi. 

Fakkar. katk Naaaaiaa Fratak. 
QeaMai, Maahrl Akai. 

Rai Makaui, Maalakra Dak. 

Ray. taka Kkaltar Makaa. 

Ray, Mr. khaali kkakkaratwar . 

Ray Okawkkary, taka taliik Ckaakra. 
•aa. Ral takakar Jafaak kfcaakra. 
kaa tapta, Dr. Narnk kkaakra. 


Arnitraat,*Mr. W. L. 

Atkarartk, Mr. 0. t. 

Ral, iaka Lallt Kaaiar. 

taaarjl, Rai takakar Kaikak Okaakra. 

tanaa, Rai takik Faachanaa. 

tirkaiyra, Mr. H. 

taaa.Mr.l. M. 

tattaailay, Mr. 4 . M. 

tara, Mr. N. M. 

tkkaa. Mr. D. 4 . 

Dala, Mr. t. R. 

Dai, Rai takakar Kaaiiai Kuoiar. 

Oatt, Rai takakar Dr. Harikkaa. 

Ckflty. Mr. N. t. A. 

raraaai, tki Haa’kli Nawak K. Q. M.. Kkaa 
takakar. 

Fawtat, Mr. L. R. ^ 

tkaiaawi, tki Haa'kii AikakJ Nawak takakar 
tir Akkaiktriai, af Dilkaar. 

OikkriitTMr. R. N. 
tiakkiag. Mr. D. 
taka, taka Frataila Kaaiar. 
taka, Mr. F. H. 

Mail, Mr. t. F. 

Maapar. Mr. 1 . 1. 

Maaala, Nawak Maikarrat, Kkaa takakar. 
Naiaala. Maahri Utafat. 

Kkaa, Mr. Raiaar Rakoiaa. 

Uafckart, Mr. A. R. 1. 

Magaira, Mr. L. T. 


NOES. 

Millar, Mr. 0. 0. 

Mlttar, tka Han'kla Hr Pravaik Okaakar. 
Mittar. Mr. I. fi. 

Mallick. Mr. Makanka iakary. 

Nag, Ravaraak t. A. 

Naiiiaakkia.tka Naa'kia Mr. Kkwaja. 
Nalaaa, Mr. W. N. 

Nickail Mr. C. K. 

FkHpat, Mr. H. 0. V. 

Fraatiaa, tka Naa'kia fir WiNiam. 
Rakaiaa, Mr. A. F. M. Akkar-. 

Ray Ckawkfcary, Mr. K. 0. 

Rail, Mr. 4 . t. 

Ray, tka Naa'kta Hr tijay Fraiak Hagk. 
Ray. taka Narikaaia. 

Ray, Mr. failaiwar Hagk. 

Ray, Mr. farat Kaaiar. 

Ray. Mr. t. N. 

laakatailak, Maalvl Makaaiaiak. 

•arkar, Raifaklk Rakatl Makaa. 
laa, Mr. t. R. 

laa, Ral takakar kagask Okaakra. 
•tavaa. Mr. 4 , W. R. 

•aaiaar, Mr. 0. R. 

Tkaaipaaa, Mr. W. N. 

Tawaaak. Mr. H. F. V. 

« Walkar, Mr. W. A. M. 

Wllkimaa, Mr. N. R. 

Waakkikk, tka Naa'kia Mr. 4 . A. 


The Ayes being 19 and the Noes 57, (he motion was lost. 


Babu SATItH CHANDRA RAY CHOWOHURY: 1 bcR to move 
that in clause 11, in proposed section 12*JE(/), lines 1 to 3, the follow- 
ing words he omitted, namely: — 

“All ‘Costs allowed by the Court against the auditors under the 
provisions of section 123C and.“ 
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Sir, there may be circumstances when it may be necessary that the 
Corporation should be reimbursed for the expinseys incurred by the 
auditors. In cases where the Court finds that the auditor is at fault, 
the Court may decree in favour of a particular person. I take it that 
in cases where the ‘Court w'ill see that the auditor was not at fault, 
althouj^h the Court may decree in favour of the Corporation, tls& Court 
in such cases will not be disposed to allow costs aj^ainst the auditor, 
but when the Court does jjfive a decree aj^ainst the auditor in certain 
cases as a result of nej^rl^'^ f <>f duty or latches on the part of the jgijiditor, 
it passes my comprehension why the costs should be bof^e by the 
Corporation. It is a matter of principle and when the law lays down a 
certain provision it should be seen that the principle involved in that 
particular provision does not really go against common sense, and 
against the healthy rules of jurisprudence. It has been stated that 
as a matter of fact the Accountant-General is the auditor. T^ndoubtedly 
so. And there is no reason, therefore, to mistrust the Accountant- 
General, but the Accountant-General does not always look into these 
matters himself. He often deputes some of his subordinate o,fficer8, 
and tliere are circumstances when the auditors may come in conflict 
wuth the members of the Corporation. There may be private feelings 
aroused in such cases when a i>articular subordinate oflicer may be led 
away by sentiments of the moment and pass an ordej’ for surcharge. 
In such cases it would be a healthy rule if tlie auditors have got to pay 
for their negligence or laches; that will act as a check on them just as 
in otlier cases it will act as a check on the Corporation members. 
After all auditors are human beings and may do things out oJ pure 
feeling. Not being a whole hogger, I have not put my amendment 
for the deletion of the whole of clause 123E, but I have been more 
cautious than the mover of a previous amendment wlio wants to do 
that. I hope my amendment will, therefore, be accepted. • 

The Hon’ble Sir BlilOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose this amendment pra<’tically on the .same ground as the last one. 
In doing so, I may remind the House that the Corporation at’counts are 
audited free of charge; (toverniwnt auditors audit the Corporation 
accounts and the Corporation does not pay anything towards the cost, 
so tliat is a concession v^hich Government makes in favour of the 
Coi'porat ion . If the {*ost is dtH-reed against the auditors for acts done 
in the course of the discharge of their duties, certainly the Corporation 
should bear the cost. On this ground I oppose the amendment. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

Mr. NAREHDRA KUMAR BA8U: I beg to move that in clause 
11, in proposed section 123E, in lines 1 and 2, the words ^"against the 
auditors,” and in lines 3 and 4 the words *T>y the auditors'’ be omitted. 
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every day and every year in the Public Accounts Committee do we not 
find that almost every department is pillorie|} by the Accountant- 
General for financial irregularity; are they not brought to the notice 
of this House? But there is no question of surcharge. I do not say 
that these mistakes pointed out by the Accoimtant-General are dis- 
honest mistakes — they are honest mistakes — but still they are financial 
irregularities, and if the Corporation Councillors, Aldermen or officers 
were to do such things, the Accountant-General as auditor would be 
bound to surcharge them under this clause, and if^ the Court J^kes a 
lenient view and said that notwithstanding the prohibition of this 
expenditure by the account rules or by the strict rules of finance the 
auditors’ surcharge slmuld be set aside ; in that case I submit there is 
absolutely no reason on earth why the cost of the Councillor or Alderman 
aliould not come out of the Corporation funds. I say, Sir, what is 
aauce for the gander is sauce for the goose, and, therefore, if for no 
other reason, the same principle should apply Ix^th to the auditors. 
Councillors and Aldermen whose duty it is to look after Ihe Corporation 
funds. 


The Hofi'ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; If this motion is 
carried, its effect may be that a peison who is guilty of wasting 
Corporation funds will have his legal expenses paid out of the coffers 
of the Corporation. 


Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: He will go to jail. 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: If Mr. Basu is 
engaged at a high rate of fee for defending tliat persoil, he will send 
his bill to the (^)rporatiou for payment. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: With great respect. Sir, does 
the Hon’ble Minister think* that this Bill refers to criminal cases 
jalso? If that be his knowledge of tl^e Bill, then heaven help him. 

r 

The HOfPble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: It refers to the 
Civil Court certainly. Ov€‘r and above the right of appeal the Local 
Government can always intervene, and I am going to accept an amend- 
ment which was suggested by certain sections of the House that in 
rf*ase of a person voting in good faith, Government will condone the 
surcharge. So that is a safeguard against misuse of power, but if 
Mr. Basu’s amendment is accepted which, I think, is absurd, its only 
effect will be that the person who may be definitely doing harm to the 
Corporation, will get his legal expenses out of Corporation funds. 

The motion was then put and lost. 
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MNt KISHORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: Sir, I be^ to liiove that 
in clause 11, proposal section 123F be omitted. 

• 

I think under section 12t3E the sum may be realised throujrh Court 
*and the forfeiture clause under this section should be omitted. It is 
unnecessary to say much about it. As tliere is provision (hat it may 
be realised throuffh the help of the Court, it is unnecessary that any 
forfeiture clause should be there, and so it ma> be omitted. 

nit Hoffi’ble Sir BldOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I rise to 
oppose this amendment moved by Babu Kishori Mob in Chaudhiui, 
because this clause is drafted on the lines of the Knjflisb statute which, 
I should say, operates more harshly. Under the English Act, the 
Councillor not only loses his seat but is also debarred from seekin^f re- 
election during the next 5 years. So, 1 oppose this amendment. 

The motion was^ tlien put and lost. 

MUNINDRA DEB RAI MAHASAI: 1 be^ to move that in clause 
11, rtr^roposed section 12dF, in line 10, for the word “three” the 
word “six” )»e substituted. 

Sir, I am fully conscious of the fact (hat it would be useless for me 
to stand in the way of the victorious march of the Ilon’ble Sir Bijoy 
Prasad Sin^di Roy while piloting' this Bill. Althou^fh liis final victory 
is as.sured, I should like to appeal to his j,^ood sense in takinj^* into his 
kind consideration the amendment tabled by me. My amendment is a 
ver^' Inodest one. The clause will stand unafVected. What I want is a 
little more time f(>r payment of surcharfre. Three months is too short 
a time f(H‘ pa^Miient of heavy penalties like the surcliar^»'e. Yon are not 
froin^ to force him to pay after his appeal is heard. It is just like 
JatJi pirhu hath," One has ^ot to pay the penalty first and then 
the appeal will be heard. If a man is penalised for careless voting, 
he must have to find the money anyhow. If he has not ^rot enoug:h 
bank balance, it may be necessary for him to mort^atfe his properties 
for raising a loan for the purpose and these take a good deal of time 
even when the money market is npt so tight as it is in these days of 
financial depression when capital is shy and money cannot l>e easily 
raised even if the security offered be sufficfent. In the circumstances, 
do you want to drag him to jail for the fault of voting for a grant and 
then to compel him to vacate his seat!'' This would be adding insult to 
injury if he is required to vacate his seat or he be dismissed if he 
cannot pay the surcharge within three month.s. I, therefore, suggest 
the extension of time from three to six months. I commend iny modest 
amendment to the acceptance of the House. 

Mf> H« Pa Va TOWNEND: There is not very much substance in 
this motion, IxH^ause there is no real reason why a man should be able 
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to raise money in six months which he could not raise in thre^. It 
will be seen that the Select Committee raisetl th^ time from one month 
to three months, and it was not done without due consideration. I d(> 
not think any arguments have been advanced which were not considered 
by the Select Coinm'ittee. On this ground I oppose the amendment. 

The motion was then put and lost.. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: 1 beg U) move that in 
clause 11, after proposed section 12‘1G (i), the following iilserted, 
namely : — 

“Provided that such rules shall he laid before the Bengal Legis- 
lative Council as soon as may be after they are made, and if an 
address is presented to His Excellency the Governor by the Legislative 
Council, after a motion to that effect lias been made and carried,’ 
within the next thirty days on which the LegislaWve Council has sat 
after the rules are laid before it, praying that the rules or any one of 
them may be annulled, His Kxcellency may annul the rules Qv any of 
them, and those rules shall henceforth ])e void, but without prejudice 
to the validity of anything previously done thereunder.” 

Sir, more than once the Hon’ble Minister has said in piloting this 
Bill that he has followed the English law, I hope he will have no 
objection to accept my amendment because it has been drawn on the 
lines of an Euglisli Act — an Act passed by the Parliament — mean the 
Government of India Act. In this Bill, and not only in this Bill but 
also in other Bills that were brought before the (k)uncil by the Govern- 
ment in recent days, Government have sought to acquire wide powers 
by virtue of tlieir rule-making power. The other day, Mr. Thompson, 
leader of the Knglish group, raised his voice of protest against this 
policy of the Government because in this way Government were usurping 
the functions of the Legislature. They are not giving an opportunity 
to the Legislative Council to express an opinion on or give them 
sanction to important details. Sir, in connection with this Bill we 
should be very careful to see how mucir power we are delegating to the 
Government. Sir, those who have carefully listened to the debates in 
this House for the last two days cannot help feeling that there is 
something wrong with the Government of Bengal in the Ministry of 
Ivocal Self-Government. 

The llon'ble Minister has not been able to conceal his attitude of 
hostility towards the Calcutta Corporation. In every detail, whenever 
he stiwd to justify the provisions of the Bill, his one slogan was that 
the CalcutUi Corporation was a suspect lK)dy, that it is an institution 
that cannot be relied upoii-to discharge their responsibility w’ith a sense 
of duty and fairness. It is a strange attitude on the part of the 
Government. It is an attitude which would astound people in any 
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other part of the* world. The Calcutta Corporation • owe their very 
fxiatence to this Ijegislature as well as to the sanctions of the Govern- 
ment. As a matter of fact, the Calcutta Corporation or any otlier 
local body in the mufa^sal dischnrjife the functions of Governinent in 
this country. Certain powers of Government are entrusteil into the 
hands of these local self-governing bodies, and these local bodies are 
looked upon more or less as seiui-Government bodies. If you ask an 
illiterate person, Ke will say that the action of the Corporation or any 
other municipality is more or less Uie action of the sarkar. At least 
that is the view taken by the people of this country in general. But, 
Sir, what do we find? Every provision of this Bill breathes suspicion. 
Instead of co-operation, instead of eiK'ourageinent for a growing sense 
/)f responsibility in Uie (hdcutta Corporation, every clTort has been 
made to cripple and, if possible, to hamper the future activities of the 
Corporation. For instance, let us examine tin* duti(‘s and r(*sj)on- 
sibilitie*^ as well as safeguards that the Government jiropose to impose 
on thf^^orporation Councillors or emplovees and the auditor. In the 
case of the auditor, Government is ver\ anxious to protect him and 
that he should not be harassed for doing anything in ,p) 0 (l faith, but 
what about the Corporation employees and (V)iincillors!^ Well, Govern- 
ment cannot even accept a simple provision that they sliould be 
protected and that if action is done in g(M)d faith they should not be 
punished or surcharged, Under such circum.stances, when this is the 
feeliuf between Government, the parent body, and tla^ child, the 

Corporation 1 should explain that 1 had to emphasi/.e this point 

because the rule-making powers of Government cover practically all 
sections of the Bill. If you turn to swtion 128G, you will find that the 
Local Governinent may nuike rules for the purpo.se of currying into 
effect fhe provision.s of this chapter. For instance, tlu*y i an make rules 
as regards the powers and duties of the auditor end the jirocedure to be 
followed by them and the time when and the place wliere tlu* audit 
will be conducted. I hope it. will be realised now that in discusning 
these details I have not broiigfii in anything irrelevant. 

As regards the merit of the amendment, I think the Governinent 
can possibly have no objection as it ba.s bmi drawn up on the lines of 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. I may refer tlie 
Hon’ble Minister to section 124 A of that Act. The main object of tins 
provision is that as it may be necessarv- for the Executive to take certain 
powers in this connection, which may be unnecessary, or may rather 
hamper the course of business in this House, this discretion is given to 
the Local Government. But at the same time, precaution has been 
taken that if the Government make any such rule that requires to be 
modified, members of this House have the power to modify or get rid 
of such rules, and without following the usual lengthy process of the 
infTndiip.tion nl a Bill. Bv that it means, thex^ mav sininlv oass a 
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resolution and tliat will His Excellency the Governor an idea of 
the feeling? in this House and the country on such a question. But 
even then the resolution would not be of a mandatory nature, but would 
be of the nature of a recommendation and if His Excellency^ thinks 
that the House has taken the rif^ht view, he may modify or change the 
rule accordingly. I can see absolutely no reason for Government to 
oppose this amendment unless Government take a totally unreasonable 
attitude. When Government objected to that proviso pbotff good 
faith, they said that there was no such provision in the English law. 
Now perhaps the Hon’ble Minister may take the plea that there is 
no such provision in the Indian law or Bengal law, but that sort of 
argument should not <uirry any force with the House. 

I shoxild also like to emphasize another point. By passing this 
amendment the House will be ac^quiring further pbwers for the House 
itself, and in such matters we should follow the traditions of the House 
of Commons. These powers were not conferred by Legislative^ Ws but 
was acquired by precedent. Here too, Sir, though there may be no 
such provision in any other Indian Act, passed by the Legislative 
Assembly or by the Provincial (kmncils, I think tlie Bengal Legislative 
Council (;an give a lead to tlie rest of India that even under the exist- 
ing Government of India Act we have ^ot such powers of modification 
and siudi Hcoj)e for improvement. 

With these words, Sir, I commend my motion to the acceptance of 
the House. 

Mfi Hi Pi Vi TOWN END: Sir, may 1 first deal with the general 
reason put forward by Mr. Ray for opposing the provision that Govern- 
ment should make rules P It is the (‘ustom in almost all Acts that have 
been passed by tliis Council to provide powers for rule-making by 
Government, and 1 can only ask the House to look back and see 
whether Government has ever misused tliis power of making rules in 
the manner which Mr. Ray anticipates is likely to happen under this 
clause. His sei'ond point is that' tlie attitude of the Government in 
dealing with this Bill has been one of suspicion towards the Calcutta 
(.■orporation and so the rules framed would be vindictive. Well, we 
have contested the argument before that Government are in any way 
vindictive towards the Corporation, but Mr. Ray is orrect to some 
extent when he says that the attitude of Government towards the 
Corporation is one of suspicion : but this is due to the fact that Govern- 
ment are aware that they have no power to enforce the duties imposed 
on them by the Act. If this Bill is passed into law, such powers will 
be there and the chief reason for suspicion will disappear, because 
Government will know that the Corporation will not be in a position 
to proceed in disregard of the law, after the passing of these sections. 
My hope is that once the Bill has passed into law there will be an end 
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of friction Wtween the Governineut and tlie Corporation, and we can 
^rt on a fresh basis. Sir, the amendment itself is very interesting 
and is one for which we have every possible respect. 'I’he proposed 
clause itself is a good enough clause, but the objection to it is that 
the time for its adoption is not auspicious. The position is that the 
member attempts to graft on to the pracdice whi<‘h prevails in Bengal 
a prowdure which has grown up in England, wliere the conditions 
are dmere^t. Unless we have the same nuuhinery here that we 
have in England, this clause will not w{»rk. The proposal is that 
there should he a revsolution passed by the House presenting OU' 
address to Hif^ Excellency the Governor ^\ho then “may” annul the' 
rules. In England when tliis is done, Parliament jiresents an 
address to His Majesty who may annul the rules: there by conven-- 
tion “may” means ‘‘shall”. When an address is so presented — it has 
happened three or four times during recent years — then His Majesty 
“shal l” *a nnul the rules. But here the word “may” cuimot mean 
“shallT^ I am not myself a constitutional lawyer, Imt 1 understand 
that the same meaning could not be given to the words in Bengal as 
has been established by convention in Knginnd, (Mr. Sh.^nti 
Shekharkswah R.^y : Make that convention here also.) In time u 
similar procedure will grow uj) no doubt, hut the position is such at 
present that the convention cannot [)e imposed liecause under the present 
constitution* the word “may” cannot lie \ised to mean “shall” in this 
connedtion ; the powers and duties of the Governor are laid down in the 
Government of India Act and this House cannot pass the amendment 
in the form in which it has been jiresented if it is to be at all efteclive. 
Another thing 1 want to point out is that there are already many Acts 
in whim'll rule-making powers are given to Government. If we are 
going to introduce a new jirocedure as regaids the clause under discus- 
sion, we shall logically have to do the same in the caso of all Acts. 1 
do not wish to cast any slur on Mr. Ray's amendment: 1 (onsider it is 
a very interesting amendment. But J do not think that such a change 
in constitutional procedure should J>e introduced in this way. The 
matter should he considered very carefully before a nulical change in 
the procedure regarding the making of rirfes in Bengal is effeided. 
Then I may remind him that if this amendment were adopted as it 
stands, it would add nothing new to the position which exists already. 
Now, Sir, how will the House come to present an address to His 
Majesty 

* Mr. SHANTI SMEKHARE8WAR RAY: On a point of order, Sir. 
The House will not present an address to His Majesty but to His 
Excellency.* There is provision for this in the Aob. 

Mr, H. P. V, TOWNEND; It was a slip of the tongue. I beg 
your pardon, Sir. I meant to say how could the House oome to present 
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an address to His Excellency the Governor? There would have to be 
aome special motion moved. Under the existing rules of the House % 
special motion can only be moved witli the leave of the member in 
charge of the subject and the result would be that there mjght l>e 
some difficulty in dealing with it. 

The general point behind this amendment is really one which has 
been raised on several occasions during this debater it is the g^meral 
(question about tlie propriety of the making of rules by Government. 
The objections lo leaving ruling-making powers to Government were 
aound at the time wlien the Legislature did not seek to intervene in so 
many different fields of activity. It was possible then to consider Acts 
very slowly and carefully and in great detail. But recently the custom 
has changed, and tlie Legislature no%v tends to interfere with activities 
of every kind: if everything dealt with by rule "^liad to be brought 
before the Legislature for discussion in detail, it would be simply 
impossible to deal with them. There would be no time for itv— the 
House knew how man> rules ue have to deal with yearly, they will 
realise that it would be impossible to get them through if the procedure 
w^ere radically altered. There is no danger that Government will mis- 
tise such powers. Any rule that is to be framed has to be published 
in the Gazette and brought to public notice, and if any member objects 
to that rule, he can even now ask for leave to introduce a special motion, 
and 1 have no doubt whatsoever that the Hon’ble Minister would 
immediately examine the rule and see whether it was in order. 

T oppose the amendment. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASUs Sir, 1 am afraid Mr. Townend 
has not read the draft of this new clau.se as carefully as he usually does 
read these things. I will take his last o))jection first. He thinks that 
if this amendment were inserted, it would bring things to a standstill 
and make day-to-day administration impossible. He has forgotten to 
see that the very last clause of the projH)sed addition is “without 
prejudice to the validity of anything previously done thereunder^’ — 
so that whetlier there is an address to His Excellency the Governor or 
not, it doi\s not matter; the day-to-day administration can be carried 
on \inder the rules framed by tlie Local Government and unless and 
until suc h rule.s are so brought to the notice of His Excellency by the 
Legislative Council and they are declared void, there will be no practical 
difficulty so far as the carrying on of the administration is concerned. 
I need hardly at this stage draw attention to the fact that the address 
has got to be presented by the Legislative Council, which means that 
it must be carried by a majority of the Legislative Council. 
Mr. Townend suggested that things are not in Bengal as they are in 
England and, therefore, it is not yet time to bring these English rules^ 
jeven though they are very salutaiy^ there, into effect in Bengal. I 
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ltar% think, Sir, that things being what they are in Bengal, this will 
any disaster %ir as the presenting of the address is eoneeriied. 
Th«a, Sir, w^e have been told time and again that it is necessary that 
}MU*liamentary practice should grow up in India and the provinces and 
that we should learn how to govern ourselves when*the new constitution 
ushers in the millennium. I take it, Sir, from the point id view of this 
motion that the sooner we adopt the safeguards wliich are given to the 
Legislature against what may be called the executive vagaries — I say 
sooneik the Legi^Jative Council is given the power to have these 
anomalies %ud these defects removed, the better. 


Mr. Townend lias also >aid that we can always bring in a sjiecial 
motion and that will bring the matter to tlie notice of the Hon’ble 
Minister. By this clause what we want to d<» is not to allow the 
.Government to compel us to g'o to the Minister with the beggar’s bowl 
in our hands. We want that the Legislative (Vmncil should have 
power to vsit in judgment over the rules made by the Hon’ble Minister 
and his Mepartment and if the Council thinks that his jiowers are being 
abui^ffl^"*\ve want the jiower jo go uji to Ilis Kxcellency the (iovernor 
and have them rectified. Sir, we have also been t(dd that there are 
already other Acts of the Legislature and in tliem no such jirovision 
exists. I thought that this (^uincil was Ixdd (‘iiough io create pn‘ce- 
dents. For instance, ^\e have had many othm* Acts of tin* Bengnil 
Legislative Council, but there has been no Bill of this desi'ription and 
we are creating a preciulent by this Bill itself, and as a matter of fact 
if th€» power of presenting address to His Kxcellency is a giHxl power, 
is a beiu‘ficent jiower, is a ])ower that makes lor democracy in the 
country, I submit there i.s absolutidy no rea.son why the Cotincil should 
not get itself invested with that jiower. 

Asalias been pointed out, Sir, in the Govern meat of India Act, in 
the case of rules made by a higher autliority than the liocal tiovern- 
inent — the Goveniment of Bengal — I mean rules made liy the Secretary 
of State, this power is given to the Jhirliament. I do not see, Sir, wdiy 
then the Lm’uI Government in iVngal shall have ri.w/-r/.v the i’rovincial 
Legislature more latitude than wdia^. the Secretary of State himself has 
Ti8~a-vis the British rarliaiuent. 

In section 129A ot the Government of India Act it is stated that 

‘^Any rules to whicli sub-section (I) of thi.s .stH-tion applies shall be 
laid before both Hou.se.s of rarliaiuent u.s soon as may be after they an* 
made, and if an address is presented to Jlis Majesty by either House of 
Parliament within the next thirty days on wliich that House has sat 
after the rules are laid before it, praying that the rules (*r any of tliem 
may be annulled, His Majesty in Council may annul the lules or any 
of them, and those rules shall thenceforth be void, hut without pre- 
judice to the validity of anything previously done thereunder.” 
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Therefore, I submit that the power to present an address t6 His 
Excellency the Governor now sought to be giveL to the Bengal Legis- 
lative Council is nothing very new, even though it may be new to the 
bureaucracy. As regards the question that “may’’ in the Parliamentaif 
Act means “shall” and the apprehension of Mr. Townend that in 
Bengal if such interpretation is put the result will be disastrous, I 
submit, Sir, there is nothing at all in that point. If under the Parlia- 
mentary Act His Majesty the King-Emperor can place that much reliance 
on an address of either House of Parliament that certain rules *t)ught 
to be modified and even with His Majesty’s prerogative life interprets 
“may” as “shall” and does abrogate the rules, I do not see any reason 
why on a proper case being made out by a majority of the Council, 
His Excellemy the Governor should have a greater latitude than His 
Majesty the King. I submit that if “may” is to be “shall”, let it 
mean shall both in England and in India. There is no ground for 
which one is to he afraid of “May” meaning “Mdy” in England and 
“June” in India. I submit that the amendment ought to be accepted. 

Mr. Shanti bhekhareswar Ray s motion being put, a division was 
taken with the following result: — 


AYES. 


All, MmIvI HuMi. 

•aktli, MmIvI lyU Majli. 
■anaril, Mr. P. 

■aaa, Mr. Nartnira Kumar. 
OhautfliHrl, tali Kltkarl Mohan. 
Hakim, Mauivi Ah4ul. 


Malti, Mr. R. 

Mookorjof, Mr. lyamaprtiai. 

Ray, Mr. Shanti ShokharMwar. 
ton Rupta, Dr. Harnh OhanSra. 
•hah. Mauivi Ahdul NamW. 


NOES. 


AtuI, Naurahiada Khawaja Muhammad, Khan 
•ahadur. 

Armttrong, Mr. W. L. 

•ai,Rahu Lalit Kumar. 

•aMrJI, Rai lahadur Kothah Chandra. 

•irkmyro, Mr. N. 

•ooa, Mr. I. M. 

Rattemtoy, Mr. d. M. 

•urn, Mr. H. H. 

Ohaudhurl, Khan Rahadur Mauivi Alimuuaman. 
Oobtu, Mr. D. d. 

Data, Mr. R R. 

Dai, Rai Rahadur Kamini Kumar. 

Ediloy, Mr. R. R. A. 

Paroful tha Maa^Ma Rawab K. R. M. 

Pawaut, Mr. L. R. 

•buiaavl, tba Nan’Ma AibadJ Rawab Rabadur 
•ir Abdatkarim, at Diiduar. 

RHabrIal, Mr. R. R. 

RUMdlag, Mr. D. 

tuba, Rabu Pratulla Kumar. 

Riba, Mr. P. R. 

Nagua, Kbaa Rabadur Mauivi Atiiui. 

Hogg, Mr. R. P. 

Maapar, Mr. R. R. 


Haaain, Rawab Mnaharruf.Khan Rabadur. 
Nutiain. Mauivi UUtat. 

Kbaa Khan Rahadur Mauivi Muanam AJi. 
Khan, Mr. Raxaur Rahman. 

Maguira, Mr. L. T. 

Miliar, Mr. C. C. 

•.ittar, tha Han’bia Sir Pravaih Ohnndar. 
Mittar, Mr. S. 0. 

Mamin. Khan Rahadur Muhammad Abdul. 
Muliiek, Mr. Mukunda Rabary. 

Rag, Ravarand R. A. 

Randy, Maharaja Sria Obaudra, at Kaalmbaaar. 
Raximuddia, tba Han'bla Mr.KbwaJa. 

Ralaau Mr. W. N. 

RIaball.Mr.C. K. 

Pbiipat, Mr. H. 0. V. 

Praatiaa, tba Naa*bla Sir William. 

Quaaam, Mauivi Abul. 

Rabmaa Mr. A. P. M. Abdur>. 

Ray, Rabu Amuiyudbaa. 

Raaa,Mr. d. R. ^ 

Ray tba Hau'Ma Sir Rijay Praaad Chillis 
Ray. Rabu HarMaaaa. 

Ray, Mr. SuHaawar Slugb. 

Ray, Mr. Sarat Kuamr. 
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IwiMr, Mr. t. M. 

Tli««PMa, Hr. W. N. 

TtwaMi, Hr. N. P. V. 

WHlitr, Mr. W. A. M * , 

WHkiMta, Mr. N. R. 

WM«|iMi, Hit Hm'Mi Mr. J. A. 

• 

ThwAyes beinfr 11 nud the Xoes GO, the motion was lost. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, may I now ask u 

short^oticB Question of which I g'Hve notice? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You may do that after I have disposed of these 
amendments. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I beg to move that in 

clause 11, the proposed section 123G(.^)(h) be omitted. 

• 

Sir, by this clause what is sought to bo provided is that tho Local 
make rules for tho purpose of carrying into effect tho 
provisions of this chapter and amongst others the following matti'r: 

“the agency by ^\hich and tho manner in which prosecutions shall 
be instituted under section 121A.’’ 

We have had this age of bureaucratic legislation, the age and s.vstem 
against whicli great lawyers in Kngland have jirotested and jirotestod 
ineffecti vofy . A\ e are us(‘d tt) tli<* uhni ot having* the work oi h'gislating 
being^ delegated to tlio Lxecutive tro\ernment, but I do not remember 
to have come ac'ioss a piece of legislaticm in whicli tho legislative* powers 
of this character have been delegated to the (iovernm(*nt. The 
language in A*hich the power is couched is very wide*. It includes not 
only tjie agency by which but also the manner in which and probably 
the procedure according to which prt>secutions shall be iristituUMl. 
Suppose (jovernment lays down a special luh* or procedure, and there 
is nothing in this section which will prevent them from doing so, then 
are we to understand that the yial of cases is ^o be regulated by that 
bureaucratic legislation? T think ^ve have fallen very much, but we 
have not fallen so low* as that. The (Viminal Procedure ('ode provides 
for a certain procedure for the trial of castw, whicli seeks (o safeguard 
the interests of tlie accused persons against miscarriage of justice. 
But the language of this clause enahles Government by their rules to 
override any of the provisions of the Criminal Procedure (’ode as to the 
maimer in which prosecutions are to be instituted, 'riie manner in 
which these prosecutions are to be instituted is laid down in certain 
sections of the Criminal Procedure Code, section lUO, for instance. 
Is ^^0 anything in this clause to show that those provisions are not 
to be arfected? I submit that this is altogether extraordinary and 
such a rule-making powder should not be given to Government. 


liiMHilMli , MaMvi M«kanMa<. 

Ral tekM Rtfeati MiAaa. • 
•a«, Mr. t. R. 

•ai, Ral Rateiar Rlris Okaaira. 
lN^Mr.4. W. R. 
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The Hon^Me Sir BlilOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I oppose this 
amendment. Dr, Sen Gupta has imputed more l< this clause than was 
thought of. It is a simple and inoffensive procedure. There is nothing 
new and nothing wrong in it. It is the usual and the normal procedure 
that is sought to he introduced. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

Mfi PRESIDENT: We now get back to motions Nos. 18^. 191 
and 194, which were not dealt witli in Ihe ordinary \*ourse.^ 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: May I at this stage 

move a short-notice amendment, Sir? 

Mr^ PRESIDENT: Tlie Hon’ble Minister is going move a short-* 
notice amendment too. ^ 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I beg to 
mov(* that at the end of section 128(/, before the ExplanafTdh,’ the 
following be inserted: — 

“Whei'(‘ a person referred to in section 1^311, sub-section ( 2 ), who 
has been siii'cliarged as a\ithorising an illegal i>ayment appeals to the 
Local (fovernment under this section, the Local Government shall set 
aside such surcharge it it is proved to their satisfaction that such 
person voted for a motion or resolution in good faith.” 

Mr; PRESIDENT: What was th(‘ understanding reacdied — that 
the three aimmdments already before the House will be withdrawn? 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; I hope so* Sir. 

Mri NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, 1 beg to point out that it 
is absidutely different from ax hat xvas settled on the floor of the House. 
The Hon’bh' Minister gave an undertaking 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I gave no under- 
taking to Mr. Narendra Kumar Basil. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: But he gaxe an undertaking 
to the House, if not to me. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, I gave an 
undertaking to that section of the House which is anxious to help 
Goiernment in passing this legislation. Here is the amendment and 
it is for the House to accept it or reject it. 
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Mr. NARENDrRA*KUMAR BA8U: Let me take* the House back 
to what we were discussin^r when this incident took place. We were 
discussing section 12811 when the Khan Buhadur wanted to move u 
short-notice amendment with your leave and the point that was then 
being discussed by the House was that, on it being shown to the 
auditors that a vote was given bond fide a certificate need not issue — 
that was the question that was being debated at that stage. If you 
will kindly look tft the order paper you will find that all the amend- 
ments relafed to clause 128B (2) and now something (julte new is being 
jumped upon the House, and it is said that the Hon’hle Minister gave 
no undertaking 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I take it that you are opp(*sing the motion 
of the Hon’ble Minister. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Not only that, Sir, but T am 
risirt^*^^ a point of order: I submit that secti(ui 128(/ is not now 
before the House, and that tlie only clause that may be ixutinently 
discussed in this connection is clause 128U (.2). 

Mr. PRESIDENT: l\'ell, I do not understand what >ou mean. 
The clause of which it is a mere section has not yet heen disposed of. 
Anyway, Thave nothing to do wdth any compromise or jiny controversy 
that Alight have taken place outside the Chamber. I have simply 
permitted the Hon’ble Minister to move a short-n(»tice amendment and 
it is for the House to accept or reject it. 

Khill Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: May 1 intervene at this 
stage with your permission, Sir, as the matter originated out of a 
suggestion of mine to find out whether it was possibb* 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Are yofi speaking on this amendment or are 
you going to move a new amendment? 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: No, Sir. 1 am only 
referring to w hat was going on when the necessity for ill is amendment 
aroee. We were discus.sing that the Councillors, Aldermen, Committee 
men present at a meeting would have to pay a certain amount 
immediately if there was an illegal payment sanctioned by them, and 
the view^ was taken in this House at that stage that it would be hard 
if the Councillors, etc., were to be .surcharged for an illegal payment if 
they had bond fide voted for a particular motion. The discussion was 
then going on on these lines, when tlie Ilon’ble Minister, if I remember 
aright, made certain remarks on that view, and I suggested that the 
ftifficulty could J>e met if the Hon 'hie Minister were prepared to agree ^ 
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to exempt a person who had voted in the hand )ide\e\iei that he was 
voting according to the law, and I asked your permission, Sir, to move 
a short-notice amendment to that effect. The position is that, as the 
Bill now stands, the scheme with regard to surcharge is that k is the 
auditors who will surcharge and it is only through a provision for 
appeal to the Ijocal Government that the power of exemption lies, and, 
therefore, with a view to fit in with this scheme of legislation it was 
thought that instead of putting it in clause 12'3B (2)', it would be much 
more preferable to make it a part of clause 123C. The motion says 
“when a member who has been surcharged for authorising an illegal 
payment appeals to the Local Government, the Local Government shall 
set aside such surcharge if it is proved to their satisfaction that such 
person voted for a motion or resolution in good faith.” Therefore, so 
far as this motion is concerned, the position is that, once the question 
of hand fide and good faith is proved to the satisfaction of the liocal 
Government, there will be no option to the Local Government, but the 
Local Government shall be bound to set aside such surchargi^' 1 do 
not see how there can be any objection to this, and if there be any 
controversy the controversy will be as to whether it will be done ipso 
facto or as a matter of appeal. If it is to be ipw facto, the question 
would be : how could tlie Local Government know of the bond fide 
character of the transaction P Here is the auditor, who makes a 
surcharge, and there is the Local Government, who have certain powers 
of setting aside an award of the auditors; and the question arises how 
is it possible to bring to the noti(‘e of the Local Government the bond 
fide characder of a (h)uncillor's action P The only pos.sible and prefer- 
able way would be to make tliis amendment a part of secvion 123C. If 
any other siheine could be sliown to be more feasible I would see no 
objection to it, but I feel that it would fit in better with the scheme as 
drafted in this legislation, to make it a part of clause 1230, wherein, 
along with certain powers given to tlie Local Government, this power 
is also given, namely, that where the bond fide character of a Oouncillor’s 
act is proved to the satisfaction of Govern meal it will set aside the 
certificate not ns a matter of option, but as a matter of compulsion. 
Therefore, I say, that so fvr as this amendment is concerned there need 
not be any objection. But I nevertheless feel that it would have been 
mu(‘h better if it were possible for the House to have accepted 
Mr. P. N. Guha’s amendment, which left the question of surcharge 
solely with the Government. But since that amendment was rejected, 
I believe there is no other option but to accept the amendment of the 
Hon’ble Minister. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 take it that Mr. Xarendra Kumar Basu is 
not withdrawing his motion. 


Mr. NARENORA KUMAR BA8U: No, Sir. 



1 ^.] 


GOVERNMENT BILL. 


471 


The following* m(Aion of Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu being put, a 
division was taken with the following result: — 

“That in clause 11, in proposed section 12dB (2), in line 9, after the 
word ‘^eemed’ the words ‘unless he can show that he acted with due 
Care and attention’ be inserted.” 


■akali.Vilvl tywi MaJM. • 
•iMTli, Hr. P. • 

Sata, Hr. Nartatfra Kaaiar. 
OlMwikari, laka KItharl Hakaa. 
•kata, Or. Aaialya Rataa. 


AYES. 

Haiti, Hr. R. 

Htakarjaa, Hr. lyaaiakraiai. 
Rai Hakatal, Haaiaira Dak. 
Ray. Hr. Ikaati Ikakkaraiarar. 
•ta Rayta. Dr. Naraik Okaalra. 


NOES. 


^ Aranirtai. Hr. W. L. 

•al, Raka Lain Kaaiar. 

•aaa. Hr. $. H. 

■atlaaiiay. Hr. 4 . H. 

Kara, Hr. JL H. 

Oala, Hr. R. R. 

Daa, Rai Rakaiar Satyaaira Kaiaar. 

Kkglay. Hr. N. R. A. 

rarnal. tka Maa'kia Naarak K. R. H. , Kkaa 
Rakakar. 
favaat, Hr. L. R. 

Rkaiaafi, tka Hea'kia AlkaiJ Navak Rihakur 
•Ir Akialkarlai, at Oilkaar. 

RHakriat, Hr. R. N. 

Riakkiac, Hr. if. 

•aka, Mka Rralalla Kaaiar. 

Raka, Hr. P. N. 

Nagaa, Kkaa Rakakar Maaivi Aiital. 

Nagf.Hr. R. p. 

Maapar, Hr. R. R. 

Naaaia, Naarak Hailarrat, Kkaa Rakakar. 

Kkaa, Kkaa Rakakar Haaivi Haaisaai All. 

Kkaa, Hk. Raiaar Rakaiaa. 

Hagafra, Hr. L T. 

HHIar, Hr. 0. 0. 

Hlttar, tN Haa'kia Sir Pravaak Okaakar. 


Rlttar. Hr. S. 0. 

Hittra, Raka larat Okaakra. 

Hailiek, Hr. Hakaaka Rakary. 

Nag, Ravtraak R. A. 

Naaky, Hakaraja Srii Okaakra, at Kaaiaikatar 
Naiiaiakkia, tka Naa’kla Hr. Kkaraja. 

Naltaa, Hr. W. H. 

Pkiipat. Hr. N. 0. V. 

Praatiaa, tka Naa'kia Sir Willlaai. 

Qaaaaai. Haalvl Akal . 

Rakaiaa, Mr. A. P. M. Akkar-. 

Rail. Mr. k. R. 

Ray, tka Haa’kia Sir Rijay Praaak Siagk. 

Ray, Raka Narikaaaa. 

Ray, Mr. Saiiaawar Siagk. 

Ray, Mr. Sarat Kaaiar. 

Ray, Mr. S. N. 

Saakatailak, Maaivi Makaaiaiak. 

Sarkar, Rai Sakik Rakati Makaa. 

Saa, Mr. R. R. 

Saa, Rai Rakakar Rlrii Okaakra. 

Stavaa, Mr. k. W. R. 

Tkaaiyaaa, Mr. W. H. 

Tawaaak, Mr. H. P. V. 

Walkar. Mr. W. A. M. 

Wliklaiaa, Mr. H. R. 

Waakkaak, tka Haa'kia Mr. k. A 


The Ayes being 10 and the Noes 52, the motion Avas lost. 

t 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: (hi a point order, Sir. 
I want to move a .sliort-notice amendment to the amendment which the 
Hon’ble Minister has just no\i moved. Abi I not entitled to do thatP 


Mr. PRESIDENT: It depends upon me entirely. There is no 
question of right — I may or ma> not accept a short-notice amendment. 
You have already moved an amendment and you never made your point 
clear as to what else you want to move and why. 


Dr. NARESH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: I was going to make 
that clear, hut I was not alloweil to do .so. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, order. Anyway, it is too late now. 
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The followin/^ motion of ])r. Naresh Chandrtf Seh Gupta was then 
put and lost : — 

“That in clause 41, in proposed section 123B (2), in line 11, after 
the words ‘motion or resolution’ the following words be inserted, 
namely : — * 

‘Knowing that the expenditure authorised by the resolution was 
illegal or without a hon/i fide belief in thft legality of^ such 
expenditure’.” ^ 

The folhrwing motion of Munindra Deb Rai Mahasai was then put 
and lost: — 

“That in elause 11, after proposed section the following- 

be added, namely: — ^ 

‘Provided that a person who voted for the motion (;r resoljition in 
good faith shall not be liable for the expenditure’.”«i*- 2 ^. , 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The (juestion before the House is tliat at the 
end of section ]2d(' liefoie the Explanation, the following tie inserted, 
namely : — 

“Where a person referred to in section 123B, sub-section (.2), who 
has been surcharged as authorising an illegal payment appeals to the 
Local Government under this sei'tion, the Local Government shall set 
aside such siircliarge if it is proved to their satisfaction that such 
person voted for the motion or resolution in good faith.” 

The luotioii was put and agreed to. 

The motion tliat clause II, as amended, standard part of the Bill wa« 
then put and agreed to. 


(la uses 12 and J. 

♦ 

The motion that clause 12 and clause 5 stand part of the Bill was 
then put and agreed to. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA; With regard to my 
•bort-notice question 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You may put that (picstion to-morrow at 
question time. 


Adjoummofit. 

The Council was then adjourned till 2-30 p.m. on Friday, the 8th 
Seiftember, 1933, at the Council House, Calcutta. 
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Proceedings of the Bengal Legislative Council assembled under 
the provisions of the Government of India Act. 

^ The Council met iu the ('ouncil (Mmmher in the Couiuil House^ 
Calcutta, on Friday, the 8th September. 19dd, at 240 p.m. 


Present: 

Mr. President (the Hon’hle Raja Sir M \nmatiia Xath Hay 
ChaUDIIURY, kt., of Santosh), in the Cliair, the four lIon’])le Memhern 
of the Executive Council, the three Hon’hle Ministers, and 94 
nominated and deck'd memhers. 


STARRED QUESTIONS 

(to which oral answers were given) 

Certificate sale of khas mahal Jotes in Chittagong. 

*171. Haji BADI AHMED CHOWDHURY; Will the lion hie 
Member in charge of the Revenue Departnnmt he pleased to state — 

ti) how many joivs, in each of the kha$ mnhalK, had to he j>ut to 
certificate sale from April, 1982, to June, 1988, owing to 
• the jotcdms defaulting to j)ay the enhanced retHs of revi- 
fionaJ survey ; 

{ii) how many joivs have been purchased by the ( fovernineiit for 
W'ant of bidders; 

(m) how many jotes whicj? were purchased by the (ioverninent 
have bean resettled and in which Uias maluiJs were they; 
and • 

(iv) what are the grounds for non-settlement, where no resettle- 
ment has taken place? 

MEMBER in charge of REVENUE DEPARTMENT (the HofPble 
Mr Provasli Chundsr Mitter): (r-m) A statement is laid on the table. 

(ir) Apart from the general agricultural depression, the following 
reasons apply in the case of particular jotes: — 

(1) Diluviation, 

(2) Failure, of the previous tenant to clear the jungle , 
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* 

(3) Thatchi^ig grass plots (sankhala) have H^en* spoiled by Assam 

creeper. 

(4) Depredation^ of wild elephants. 

(6) Inundation by salt water. 


SfMemmt referred to in the reply to dames {i) to {Hi) of starred 
question No. 777, showing the certificate sale (ff jotes in thi khas 
wahals in Chitf/igong from April, 1932, to June, 1933, 


Names of khas 

Number of 
defaulting jotes 
put to sale. 

Number of 
jotes purchased 

Number of jotes 
resettled out of 

mahals. 

by Govern- 

those purchased 


ment. 

by Government; 

Sadar 

205 

139 , 

6 

Rauzan 

108 

60 

12 

Patiya 

149 

77 


Satkania 

146 

92 

31 

Cox’s Bazar . 

705 

573 

31 

Kutubdia 

264 

160 

26 

Total 

1,577 

1,101 

128 


— 

— 

— 


Land mortgage banks. 

• 


M78. Mauivi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: {a) AVill the Ilon’hle Minister 
in charge of the Agriculture and Industries Department be pleased to 
state whether the Government have under consideration any ^scheme 
to relieve the indebtedness of the people of this province, particularly 
of the agriculturists? 

(1)) If the answer to {a) is in the aftirinative, what is the scheme 
and when do the Government expect to come to a decision on the 
question? ** 

(f) Are the Governmeiv.^ considering the feasibility of establishing 
land mortgage banks in this connection? 

{d) If the answer to (c) is in the affirmative, on what lines will 
these banks be established? 

MINISTER in charge of AGRICULTURE ami INDUSTRIES 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’bie Nawab K. G. M. Faroqui, Khan 
Bahadur): {a) Ye-. 

ih), (c) and (d) The member is referred to the answer laid on the 
tabb in reply to unstarred question No. 74 to be put by Mr. A. F. M. 
Abdur-Rahnian at this meeting. 
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Copias of documents from Bakargan) Registration Offioee. 

•179. Maulvi MUHAMMAD H088AIN: (./) Will the llon’ble 
Miaisttr in charge of the Education (Registration) Department be 
pleased to state whether there is any specified period within which 
copies of documents in case of double fees and single fees must be 
mad» ready ? , 

(6) Is fhe Hon'ble Minister aware that in the district of llakarganj 
two to four weeks are taken in case of single fees and two to three 
days are taken in cases of double fees in supplying copies of documenIsP 

MINI8TER in charge of EDUCATION (RECI8TRATI0N) 
DEPARTMENT (the Hon’ble Mr. Khwaja Nazimuddin): {a) There 
is no specified periikl, but when an extra fee is paid by an applicant his 
application receives preference. 

^d^.To, but inquiries are Iveing made. 


Rural primary education. 

•180. Maulvi TAMIZUDDIN KHAN: ui) Will the Don ble 

Minigter in chuige of the Education Department be pleased to state 
whether any portion of the money provided in the current year’s budget 
for the enforcement of the Rural Rriniary Eilucation Act has already 
been spent P , 

(?i) If the answer to (f/) is in the affirmative, on what itiuns of work 
has tlie expenditure been inadeP 

(c) Has any school lK>ard been established in any dislrii t in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the A('t ? 

{d) If the answer to (c) is i% the negative, will the Hoirble Minister 
be pleased to state whether such Ij^ards are likely to be established in 
any district in the course of the current yearP 

• 

MINISTER in charge of EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (th. 
Hon’ble Mr. Khwaja Naiimuddin); (a) and (h). Yes on the establish- 
ment of the special officer, who has been engaged on the preliminajy 
spade work. 

(c) No. 

{d) No, but fiom the lieginning of next financial year in six or 
seven districts. 

Rii Bahtdur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERdI: What are those 6 
or 7 districts?. 
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The Honllle Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: -Thfe names have been 
given many iimes in this House. , 

Rai Bahadur KESHAB CHANDRA BANERJi: On what^ consi- 
deration these districts have been selected for the purpose? 

The Hofi^ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: I think the hcn’ble 
member, being the Chainnaii of the District Board, ought to know 
that the offer was made 1o all the district Ixiards but only those that 
have agreed to accept the c(Hidi(ions laid down by Government have 
been selected. 


Jute forecast. 

M81. Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Will thUe.;^'’ble 
Minister in charge of Agriculture Department be pleased to state — 

(/) w'hether the final forecuht of jute ])ublished on 5th September 
last is not greatly in excess of tlic market estimates; 

(2) what w'as tin* estimate made by the Bengal Thamber of Com- 
merce and what were the suggestions made by the Bengal 
National (liamber of (Vnnmerce with regard to thV forecast? 
Is it a fact that the Government forecast disregards** their 
suggest ions and if so, why; 

(J) whether the Ilon’hle Minister is arvare that the immediate 
result of the publication of the forecast has been a tremend- 
ous fall in the jute market; ' 

(4) having regard to the great distress that is likely to follow from 
this plieriomenal fall in prices, does the Government propose 
to take any emergent action to meet the situation; 

(J) whether the Government is satisfied as a result of the figures 
for the cix)p this year and the past two years that mere 
propaganda and voluntary restriction has entirely failed to 
produ<e a desired restriction of the crop? 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: (I) 

Government have n<» knowledge of the market estimates and hence 
are unable to reply to this question. 

(J2) (a) The estimate of the Bengal Chamber of Commei’ce was not 
communicated to Government who are, therefore, unable to reply on 
this point. 

(b) Suggestions for closer consultation with bodies interested in 
jute, before publication of tbe forecast, have been received from the 
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National Chamber of Commene among others. Government 
pit^ae to consider sifl^gestions of this nature in the light of the Tute 
Committee Report. 

(S) Government understand that the price oi jut^ was approximately 
stationary on the two days following the publication of the foreiast 
at a price about 4 annas a niaund lower than on the day previous to the 
publication. This canpot be called a tremendous fall. 

No phenomenal fall has yet m'curred in the price of jule; 
emergent ^tion is not, thei'efore, called for. 

(J) The question of measures conducing to restriction of jute 
cultivation cannot be properly considered until the Jute (huumittee’s 
Report is examined; it will be then considered. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Is it not a tact that the 
average outturn of ^-1*2 bales j)er acre has ne\er been jeached since 

1908? 

K^Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUi, Khan Bahadur; The 

estimated outturn on the total area under cultivation gives an yield 
of 3*2 bales per acre and is based on the actual results obtained from 
a series of crop-cutting experiments in ditferent districts. The iivcragc 
yield of 3;2 bales per acre adopted this year is thus not an arhitjar.x 
figure, and it has not been less duiing these four years with the e\»'ep- 
tion of 1931, when large areas sown with jute in Eastern ami Norlhcrn 
BengaJ were severely damaged and the sowing.s in considerable tracts 
were destroyed by unprecedented floods. The aveuage yield was actri.illy 
higher last year, being 3 *3 bales per acre. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Has the llon’ble Minister 
received any information that the figures have been manipulated in 
the interest of certain speculators this year? 

The Hoti’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: .Not 
that I know of. • 

• 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA BEN GUPTA: Is it not a fact that 
according to the periodical reimrts issued bV the Agricultural Depart- 
ment the crop of this year has been seriously damaged owing to drought 
and pests, etc. ? 

The Honniile Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: No, not 

seriously damaged. Only in one or two districts there has been some 

damage. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA BEN GUPTA: What is the information 
contained in the periodical reports of the Director of Agriculture? 
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TlM Hon’ble Nawab K. C. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: 

I would ask the^hon^ble member to see the repoirts for himself. 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: Has the Hon’ble Minister 
made any effort to ascertain the market estimates? o 

The Hen’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahjdur: 

No Sir. 

[-t. 

Rai Bahadur KE8HAB CHANDRA BANERJI: When will the Jute 
Committee’s report be published? 

The Hen’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: 

The Committee’s report has just been received. 

Babu JITENDRALAL BANNERJEE: Do the Government consi- 
der it beneath their dignity to keep in touch with market estimates? 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur: 

Any one can see the market estimates in the newspapers. 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: Is it not a fact that the 
pri<ics in the “futures” market dropped by Its. 3 per hale? 

The Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur; 

That might be in the “Fatka” market as they call it. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: Ts the Ilon’ble Minister 
aware that the “futures” market prices really regulate the prices in the 
mvfa^sal ? 


The Hon’ble Nawab K. G. M. FAROQUI, Khan Bahadur; 

No. 


Mr. 8YAMAPR08AD MOOKERJEE: Is it not a fact that the 
Hon’ble Minister agreed to accept this short-notice question from 
Dr. Naresh Chandra Sen Gupta on the understanding that he will not 
put any supplementary question? (Laughter.) 

(No answer was given.) 
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. (JNSTARRED QUESTDONS 

(answers to which were laid on the table) 

Baruipur.Lakhikantapur Railway Level Crossing. 

73. Rai Bahadur J0GE8H CHANDRA SEN: (a) Is the Hon'ble 
Member in charge^of the Public Works (Railways) Depariinent aware 
that the ai^a west of Kulpi Road and east of Lukhikaidapur railway 
embankment from the Kulpi Itoad level crossing up to the Kith mile- 
post w’ithin the limits of Baruijmr Municipality (!I^4-Parganas) has 
become water-logged since the construction of Raniipur-Lakhikautapur 
railway embankment? 

(b) Has tbe Baiuipur Municipality made any lepresentaiion to the 
District Magistmte of the 24-Parganas? 

the Government considering the desirability of making an 
early inquiry and of arranging with the railway authorities for addi* 
tional opening to allow water to pass on to the Adiganga Channel? 


MEMBER in charge of PUBLIC WORKS (RAILWAYS) DEPART* 
MENT (the Hon’ble Mr. J. A. Woodhead): {a) The area in (juestion is 
liable to flooding, which is alleged by the people of the locality to le 
due t(f the obstruction of the natural flow of drainage by the adjacent 
railway embankment. 

(b) Yes. Written rej>resentations have been made and a representa- 
tive of the Baruipur Municipality has seen the District Magistrate, 24- 
Pargaflas, to explain the position. 

(c) Inquiries are being made. 


Agricultural indebtedness. 

t 

74. Mr. A. F. M. ABDUR-RAHMAN; (a) Will tho Hon’blo 
Member in charge of the Revenue Department be pleased to state 
whether they have come to any decision regarding the action necessary 
on their part in view of the increasing agricultural indebtedness of the 
province ? 

(6) If the answer to (a) is in the aflSrmative, what is that decision? 

(c) Are the Government considering the desirability of taking prompt 
action in the matter? 
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Thf Honlilo Sir PROVASH CHUNDER MITTER: (a), (b) aifd (4 
The problem of agricultural indebtedness conseci^ieiii on the slumpi^n^ 
prices of agricultural produce for the last two years has been engaging 
the serious attention olf Government for some time past, and th^ 
measures which have so far been adopted by them to alleviate this are 
detailed below; — ^ 


An Expert Committee was appointed to investigate the problems 
connected with jute, the slump in the price of which has perhaps more 
than any other single factor affected the general economic condition of 
the province. The Committee has completed its labours and its report 
is now being awaited. 

A Cabinet K(;oiiomic lias been set up by this Govemment under 
tlie Chairmanship of the Ilon’ble Member, Keveniie Department, with 
Hon’ble Member, Finance, and Hon’ble Minister, Agriculture anJ 
Industries Department, as its Members, and Secretary, Agriculture and 
Industries Department, as its Secretary. The Committee has had 
under its consideration various proposals for measures of ei-onwji'c »’elief 
by legislative and administrative methods. 

The Bengal ^loney-lenders Bill has recently been j)assed by the 
Legislative Council and the ([uestion of taking steps for debt concilia- 
tion is under (consideration. 


The (piestion of marketing of agmcultnral produce along with 
cognate (luestions of warehousing, etc., is also engaging attention, and 
Government liave recently approved of a pro})osal for the establishment 
of land mortgage banks on co-operative lines as an experimental 
measure in selected ureas of the province : the details of this scheme 
are now under examination. 


Female primary education, 

75. Mauivi ABDUL GHANI CHOWDHURY: Will the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Education Department be pleased to lay on 
the table a statement showing for the present — 

(i) how many girls’ primary schools and maktahs are there in 

Bengal ; and 

(ii) how many female training schools are there in the province? 

Thf Hon’blo Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (i) 17, 425. 

(If) 10. 
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Hindu famale Training School, Calcutta 

' 7S. Mauivi ABDUL GHANI CHOWDHURY: {a) Will the 
Hon'Me Minister in charge of the Education Department he pleased 
to lay 8n the table a statement showing — 

(t) the monthly house-rent for the Calcutta Hindu Female 
^ Traininj? School ; 

(ii) hoir many students are there in that scluKil; 

(in) w'hat is the number of stipends; and 
(iv) what is the number of teachers y 

(h) Is it a fact that the dittereiit subjects are trained through the 
medium of Bengali only in that school y 

The Hon^ble Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (</) (/) Hs. 400 per 

morffll' occupiers’ share of municipal taxes at Ks. lOC-lO ]>er 
quarter. 

(ii) 26. 

(Hi) 26. 

(tv) Three ^excluding four teacheis foi the attached practising 
8chool). , 

(6> Yes. 


Calcutta Muslim Female Training School. 

77,* Mauivi ABDUL GHANI CHOWDHURY: (o) Is the Hon’ble 
Minister in charge of the Education Department aware that in the last 
two years 50 or 60 candidates sought admission into the Calcutta 
Female Training School, but ni^y 4 or o of them were taken iiiy 

(6) Are the Government considaiing the desirability of iiicreaHing 
the number of seats, stipends and tearher.s of the .said school y 

ThO Hon’Mo Mr. KHWAJA NAZIMUDDIN: (a) Forty-six candi- 
dates applied for admission into the Moslem Female Training School, 
Calcutta, in 1931-32, but only 14 of them appeared at the admission 
test. Eight candidates were admitted to the school although only 5 
passed the admission test. 

The number of candidates who applied for admission in 1932-33 
was 70, ol whom 25 took the test. Oply 3 candidates passed, but 9 
were taken in. 

(b) No. 
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LEGiaJlTIVE BUSINESS 

GOVERNMENT BILL. 

The Calcutta MtitiiotfMl (AmendRieiit) Bill, 1933. 

Clause 2. 

Mr. PRESIDENT. We will now take up clause 2. 

Babu KI8HORI MOHAN CHAUDHURI: I move that clause 2 be 
omitted. 

Sir, it is a disabling section, but as it is already provided for in 
section it seems there is no special necessity for making apy provi- 
sion in this clause. Therefore, I move for its omission. 


Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: Sir, 1 beg to move the 
same motion. 


Mr. PRE8IDENT: The motion has already been moved and you 
can speak on it. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA 8EN GUPTA: If the Council looks at 
section 128(*ii), it M’ill be found that this clause is wholly unnecessary; 
because under that clause, if a Councillor or an Alderman or a member 
of the Committee has not paid the money, he will not be eligible for 
re-election or reappointment until the same lias been paid by him. 
Therefore, after a Councillor sitting as such has been surcharged and 
has not paid that money, he is not re-eligible. It may be said that this 
does not apply to a person who has nol been a Councillor before. But 
in that case there is no question of any surcharge at all. Therefore, this 
will have no application in that case. 


Mr, H. P. V. TOWN END: Sir, it was the advice of the Legislative 
Department that this should be repeated here, though it is not necessary 
from the point of view* of the Administrative Department. But if the 
Legislative Department think that it will improve the Act if this is 
repeated here, why not repeat it? 

Babu Kishori Mohan Chaudhuri’s motion was then put and lost. 

The motion that clause 2 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
agreed to. 
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Clause 3. 

• The question that clause 3 stand part of the Bill was then put and 
ai^reed to. • 


Clause 6, 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I move that clause 6 be omitted. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, had 1 not 
rather moved my amendment first which, according to your suggestion, 
has been redrafted? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It is not necessary. It has been circulated, 
and I have given my ruling that these have been well placed in the 
Bill an(} should be treated as parts thereof. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: On a point of order, Sir. You 
have just called upon Mr. Banerji to move his motion on clause (i; but 
which clause is affected now — the old or the new (dause? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 shoiild like to know from Mr. Banerji whether 
he wants to have his amendment applied to Ixdh or to any one of the 
two. * There will be no difficulty in either case. If so desired, the 
amendment may be apj)lied to both clauses, but I shall put them 
separately. So, there will be no difficulty when the House is voting. 
Now, it is foy Mr. Banerji to decide if he should bring within the scope 

of his amendment only clause G or clause GA as well. 

• 

Mr. P. BANERJI: I should like to have it applied to both G and 
GA. 

Sir, at the outset I may sty that, in spite of so much labour that 
has been taken by the depaitmei^t there has been, I am afraid, no 
improvement whatsoever on clause GA. The original clause G 

Mr. PRESIDENT : For the convenience of the House I might sug- 
gest that in such cases those participating in the debate may divide 
their speeches into two parts: the first part consisting of arguments in 
regard to clause 6 and the second part dealing with GA. 

Mr, P. BANERJI. I consider, Sir, the argument will remain practi- 
cally the ^ame. In the first place, in clause 6 the Corporation will not 
be allowed to make any grant to any institution whatsoever other than 
those institutions that have been defined in clause 6A that provides 
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for grants for primary education for boys and girls. Now, Sir, so far 
as we are aware, the Corporation grant is extended to about 2,000 
institutions. In these 2,000 institutions first of all the primary institu- 
tions were started b,y the Corporation and those institutions are under 
Government, either aided or unaided, under the University of Calcutta, 
Sir, you will notice that Government have so far exempted those ^persons 
that have offended against the State who are already in the service 
of the Corporation; they w'ill not be dismissed automatically, that is 
there will be no retrospective effect in their case. But so far as ihe 
employees of the institutions which receive grants from the Corpora- 
tion are concerned, they will naturally suffer. We fail to understand, 
Sir 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: On a point of order, Sir, 
So far as one can understand from the drafting of |he amendment that 
has been circulated, it does not relate to any other institutions except 
educational institutions. 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: How do you arrive at thaty 

Mr. 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAY: My submission is that 
other institutions do not come in at all under this drafting. 

( 

Mr. PRE8IDENT: I do not think you are right. Mr. Banerji may 
go on. 

Mr. P. BANERJI: As I read clause 6 it seems that the Corporation 
will not be able to extend its grant to any institution whatsoever. 
Therefore, 1 ask why this invidious distinction has been made. While 
the Corporation can retain the seiwices of those persons that have 
offended against the State, or suffered imprisonment in connection with 
other offences for >1 months or more, whV should those institutions which 
come to the Corporation for grants be debarred from getting any grant, 
and why should they be asked to give an undertaking that they would 
not employ such pemms? Sir, it has been said that there is no such 
distinction in the clause, but I find it there. The other clause GA is 
only confined to those institutions only which are promoting primary 
education among boys and girls 

Khftii Bahadur Maulvi AZIZUL HAQUE: On a point of order, 
Sir. 


Mr. PRE8IDENT: What is it? 
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Khan Bahadur JAavIvi AZiZUL HAQUE: It is a point which might 
avoid discussion. I have put in a short-notice ainepdment w^hich 
Government may accept and that will obviate all these discussions. 

Mr.t>RE8IDENT: Why do you intervene at this stage? It is not 
a point of order. I do not think you can stop the nieinber now in 
po.se^sion of the House. 

Mr. P. BANERJi: Any way, Khan Bahadur Azizul llnijue may 
bring his motion afterwards. As the amendment stands before the 
house, I am definitely of opinion that it is intended that n(» institution 
will receive any grant, or rather the Corporation will not be allow ( mI to 
'give any grant to any institution whatsoever. I can understand the 
case of those institutions that have employed persons for many years 
who offended against the State or suffered imprisonment. But at the 
prejg^nt nj^)ment we can, by citing imstanees, prove to the Minister that 
even in the departments of (lovernment there are persons employed 
who have offended against the State and suffered imprisonment. You 
may make inquiries in the Indu.stries Department ami also other depart- 
ments where persons who w’ere eonvi(‘te<l of offences and who weie sent 
to the Andamans are in the employ of (Jovernmeiit to-day. Sir, Khan 
Bahadur Moinin says that there is no question of employment here. 
I say that this (juestion is of vital importance, heeause while (lovern* 
men t Van employ .such persons, the Corporation, as wa.s pointed out, 
cannot employ such persons in future, but they can keep those per.sons 
w’bo are already in their employ. But the institutions that will come 
to the Corporation for grants will be denied grants on that excuse. 
In that ease, w hat will he the jmsition of the Cor|M)ra(ioii ? Tho Corpo- 
ration Councillors, instead of looking after their ordimirv duties like 
the Government, will have to maintain another dej)artment like the 
Criminal Investigation Department. Sir, Government have ho far 
failed to do any good by employing the Criminal Investigation De])art- 
ment. It may he in the knowledjae of niany that there was a time 
when this department was going to he abolished by the Government. 
Sir, the Hon’hle Minister wants that a department like the Criminal 
Investigation Department has to be introduced in the Coiporation, 
otherwise may I inquire of the Hon’ble Minister how would it be 
possible for the Corporation Councillors to allow' grants to these institu- 
tions unless a department like the Criminal Investigation Depuitment 
were maintained to report to them which of the institutions were 
entitled to receive grants? It is only on that condition that it will be 
possible for the Corporation to act up to thi** clause. Sir, I therefore 
think that it should be the business of the Government and the Criminal 
Investigation Department to report to the Corporation, hut the llon’ble 
Minister nowhere suggests any provision like that. Now, Sir, the 
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Hon^ble Ministe;* has often said that the intention^of the whole Bill 
has been to save money of the poor tax-payers, but here by introducing 
this clause it will be found that more money will be unnecessarily 
wasted by establishing a department similar to the Criminal Investiga- 
tion Department maintained by Government. Therefore, the object of 
the whole Bill is that those institutions which receive grants from the 
Corporation may not flourish and the grants will be automatically 
saved and if the Corporation wants to maintain a department liKe the 
Criminal Investigation Department the sanction of GovernKient will be 
necessary and they will think several times to incur this expenditure 
for fear of surcharge which, as my hon’ble friend said, will hang 
over their heads like the sword of Damocles. The result will be more 
waste of money and they will naturally not venture to spend money 
for fear of surcharge and they will not give any grant. And, therefore,* 
whatever good was done by the present Corporatiort will be wasted and 
all further progress will be hampered. Oui fear is that this iitoney 
will naturally be wasted, and it will be easy for the Hon’bk MiHjister 
to keep out all those people who go io the Corporation with a view to 
<lo good to the people, and the money which was being wasted from a 
long time past will continue to be wasted in the same way as before 
both in matters of contract and also in regard to electricity which 
concerns the pet child of Lord Meston. Witli these words, I propose 
that this clause be deleted. 

Mft 8HANTI 8HEKHARE8WAR RAYs I support the anieudmenl 
moved by my friend, Mr. V. Banerji. T shall confine my remarks 
mainly to the first clause, I mean clause (>. Sir, in givii^g approval to 
this clause the House will be taking a great responsibility. I am afraid 
the Government do not as yet realise what is going to be the effect of 
this policy. I do not know whether the provision embodied in this 
clause has been accepted as a considered policy by the Government; I 
do not know whether the Government have issued any instructions to 
theii officers that in future appointments under the Government this 
policy of keeping out the civil disol>?dience prisoners should be followed. 
If the Government have not issued any such instructions, it is hardly 
fair to ask the Corporation ‘of Calcutta to introduce this provision and 
create discontent among a large section of the {K)pulation. Sir, you 
will notice that this provision will apply not only to the employees of 
the Corporation, but all institutions that may receive grants from tie 
•Corporation. I would ask the House to realise the far-reaching efifect 
of this proposal. I would ask the House to realize the impracticability 
of enforcing such a provision. I would ask the House to realize the 
invidious distinction that is going to be made even between the 
oinployees of the Corporation and the employees of the Corporation and 
the employees of such institutions. As the House is aware, so far as 
the Corporation employees are concerped, after a lapse of a certain 
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nwber of years tbeir disqualifications will cease to have effect. But so 
far as these instituflons are concerned, their position will be quite 
.different; the disqualification will last for ever, so if any such provision 
is necessary, it is desirable that similar modification should be made 
in connection with appointments in these institutions. Sir, I would 
ask the Government once again to reconsider their policy in this matter. 
Sir, the intention of the Government has been repeated more than once 
by yie Hon^ble Minister. It is this, that they are going to keep out 
the persons who Wave been convi(‘ted of political offences, and in that 
is incliide(f offence in connection with the civil disobedience movement, 
from getting any service either under the Corporation of Calcutta or in 
institutions receiving any help from the Corporation. Admittedly this is 
going to be a part of the big drive to keep out these undesiralde j)erson8 
from any service whatsoever. 1 would ask the Government seriously to 
consider what the effect of this policy would be. So far as the civil 
disobedience prisoners are (‘oncerned, I thi^ik there must be several 
thousantls in Bengal and several lakhs in tjje whole of India. Is it 
pdfltic on the part of Government at this time to let them feel that there 
is not going to be a jeconciliation, but that the Government will adopt 
a vindictive attitude towards them? At the present moment there are 
three schools of thought in the country. There are peoj)le who are in 
favour of continuing the civil disobedien(*e movement; tliey aie mainly 
Congress men who perhaps, though md very much convinced of the 
efficacy ai the movement, huve joined the movement d\ie to their 
loyaky to the great institution. Then, there are men like us, the consti- 
tutioAalists, who believe in working the con.stitution ; and then theie is 
another school of thought, the terrorists, who want to a('hieve their 
object by direct action, that is, those who have lost all faith in the sense 
of justice and fair play on the part of th^ British Government 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Is it necessary for your purpose to labour that 
point? 

Mr. 8HANTI SHEKHARffSWAR RAY: Just a minute please to 
develop my point. My point is tffat by keeping tl»e civil disobedience 
prisoners out of employment at tliis particular moment and by adopting 
this policy towards them at this juncture, Government is doing a great 
blunder, because these people, if they feel that Government i.s not going 
to let them settle down, will in despair go over to the third school of 
thought. So my warning to the Government is that if they do not 
want a further accession of strength to the terrorist inovetnent, they 
should think twice before they adopt this policy of retaliation towards 
the noU'violent workers in the cause of the motherland. 

Mr, NARENDRA KUMAR BASU: Sir, 1 rise to support the 
amendment 
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The Hon1»l« Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: May 1 int^iTene 
at this stage and suggest that if the Khan Bahadur' moves his amend- 
ment, it would be much better. , 

Mr. PRESIDENT: If the Khan Bahadur is ready, he m8y move 
his amendment. 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZiZUL HAQUE: Sir, l>eg to move that 
in clauses 6 and 6A, in the proposed sections 88A and 91A, isspectively, 
for the word “employs” the following be substituted, namely: — 

“has after the commencement of the Calcutta Municipal fAmend- 
ment) Act, 19*3*1, taken into employment.’’ 

My object in moving this amendment is that the word “employs’** 
might be misinterpreted. , 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: I think the Khan ^ Bahadur 
should have moved his motion after^the amendments relating to the 
deletion of the clause are disposed of. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: 1 see your point. But in the event of this 
amendment being accepted, the House may not think of omitting the 
clause altogether. 

t 

Khan Bahadur Mauivi AZIZUL HAQUE: Sir, the object of this 
motion is to rule out the imssibility of anything of a retrospective 
character. It is intended that if, after the passing of the Act, any 
institution employs a person convicted of an offence against the State, 
it should be penalised. With this object in view, I formally move the 
amendment. 

The Hon’bleSir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir, I may inform 
the House at this stage that (lovernmAit are prepared to accept this 
amendment. 

Ravarand B. A, NAG: ^^ir, there seems to be some difficulty in 
connection with this amendment, which I would like to place before 
the House. We have already provided that if a man, who is already 
in the service of the Corporation, is convicted of an offence against the 
State, he shall be deemed to be dismissed from service. The amend- 
ment of Khan Bahadur Mauivi Arizul Haque, if accepted, will apply 
only to the private institutions which employ, after the commencement 
of this Act, any person convicted of an oflfence against the State, but 
it does not I'efer to the persons who may be convicted of such offences 
and there is no provision against such people. 
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Mr. NAREND^RA^ KUMAR BA8U: Sir, if the House accepts the 
aitteii<3ment which has been moved by the Khan Bahadur, one of the 
.objections to the two clauses disappears, but I have got several other 
objections to section 88A and I shall try to place them before the House. 
Hy fir|t difficulty is that I do not understand how this clause cun l»e 
made workable. With your permission, Sir, I shall read tlie clause 
after incorporating the amendment suggested by the Khan Bahadur : 
‘'Suj^ect to the provisions of section 91 A and notwithstanding unytliing 
contained elsewhefe in this Act, no grant shall knowingly be made by 
the Corporation, without the previous sanction of the Local Government, 
for any purpose other than the purpose mentioned in that section to any 
institution w^hich has after the commencement of the (hilcutta Municipal 
(Amendment) Act, taken into employment” and so forth. It 

.seems to moi,hut for tlie purpose of making a grant, the Corporation 
has first to ascertain the nature of the employees of any particular 
institution, and it tliev have any information that one or more persons 
employed in that institution are suffering from the disiiualithailion 
m(*ftioiie3 in this clause and they still think that the grant ought to 
be made to that institution, then they will have to go to the Lccal 
Government and then they can prepare their bmlget. 1 submit that 
so fai as this clause is (‘oiiceined, the Corporation has to make its grants 
to numerous libraries, reading rooms, spoiling club.s, hosjiitals, lire 
brigade, zoological g'arden. etc,, and under the law they have got to 
make some* grant to the Calcutta lm])rovement Trust. It will Ik* neces- 
sary 4*or the Corporation between 10th Fehruary and l^Tth March to 
write each of these institutions and for these institutions to make 
inquiries us to whether any of them has got any person suffering from 
the disqualification, and then after leceipt of the replies Ikmii these 
institutions to apply to the Local Government as the case may bo. I 
submit that would be a herculean task and having reganl to the dire 
consequences the members of the (’orfioratioii are likely to suffer from 
if this clause is violated, 1 think the easiest procedure would be to stop 
all these grants. But they cannot stop some of them; I mean the 
statutory grant made to the (’alcutta Improvement Trust, and that is 
not excepted from the operation of this section. Therefore, if there is 
a menial in the employment of the CalcuUa Improvement Trust who 
suffers from the disqualification laid down in the latter part of the 
section, then each of the members of the CorjKiration are liable to be 
surcharged. The intention of Government may be good or bad, but 
that is another matter. My point is that in carrying out their inten- 
tion, which I may point out they had not when the Bill was first 
introduced, they have drafted a section which is absolutely unworkable 
in practice. Either make it a dead letter altogether, that is to say, 
you shut your eyes to the large number of people employed in all these 
institutions and make no effort to find out whether there is any man 
in these institutions who is suffering from the disqualification, or you 
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have get to stop the grant absolutely. I do ngt see any via media. 
Suppose that in* the Fire Brigade there is a Imalasi who was at one 
time or other sentenced to imprisonment for 3 or 4 months. If that 
is known to one of the Commissioners, it will be the bounden duty of 
the Coj’poration before it makes any grant to the Fire Brigade to run 
up to the Local Government for previous sanction. Similarly, there 
are a large number of libraries, sports clubs, or the Zoological Gardens 
for the matter of that to which I understand the Corporation makes a 
grant, to make any grant to which the Corporation will hav^ to inquire 
whether there is any employee there who may have been a political 
offender. It may be that some of the employees of the Zoological 
Gardens have been convicted — it does not matter whether it is civil 
idisobediencp or not 


Mfi PRESIDENT: Do you mean the young monkeys of the 
'Zoological Gardens. (Laughter.) 

Mr, NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: No, Sir, I am not referring to 
♦the inmates, but to the staff’, menial and ministerial, who look after 
tlieiji. As 1 was saying. Sir, it does not matter whether their offence 
has been civil disobedience or not, becniuse the distiualification attaches 
•to any person who has ever suffered imprisonment for 3 months or 
niore. 1 subjuit, tlierefore, that it is for serious consideniiio)i of the 
ITous( wliether this clause will be workable at all. t 

Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: Sir, I am afraid 
that my friend Mr. Narendrn Kumar Basu has exaggeftited the diffi- 
-culties of the applicability of this clause. What really secticpi 88A 
provides is a natural ( orollary to clause 4 which lias been passed by this 
House. In clause 4 it has been stated that the Corporation is not to 
•CJiiploy under its service anybody who suffers under the disability 
mentioned therein, namely, that he l^s committed an offence against 
the Stat^ or that he has suffered rigorous imj)risoniuent for 3 months or 
iu(»re. That applies to all institutions which are directly under the 
Corporation. Besides these institutions, which are departmental ones 
under the control of the Corporation, there are others which are in the 
position of aided institutions. For instance, there are municipal 
primary schools and primary schools run by private individuals but 
■aided by the Corporation. Similarly, there are other institutions such 
as Byam Sainiti, Narisikha Samiti and a host of others which are aided 
by the Corporation but which really belong to private parties. What 
is intended is that, if the Corporation is precluded from employing 
undesirables directly under them, they ought similarly not to give any 
assistance to institutions which in their turn employ undesirables; that 
ta the whole jmint As regards difficulties which have been mentioned 
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by Mr. Narendra.Ki^nar Basu, I would like to draw his attention to 
the word “knowiiig^ly.” Here it has been definitely said that this Bill 
applies only where the Corporation knowingly gives aid to institutions 
which employ such undesirables. The examples hhich he gave, rh., 
the Zoilogical Gardens and the Fire Brigade, to my mind, are not the 
institutions which are intended to be treated under section M. 

• 

Mr. N4RENDRA KUMAR BASU: What aie the other sections 
under which this will comep 


Khan Bahadur MUHAMMAD ABDUL MOMIN: No section in this 
‘Bill will apply to them, l)iit if they do apply, there 's the safeguard 
and the harmful oft'ect of section 8S can be obviated by taking the 
sanctioi^ of Government. Obviously, the in.stitutions which are 
pi^j^onised and supported by Government ilo not em]>lov undesirables. 
If somebody shows that they do, jn that case, (ioverninent will liave to 
take action in the same way as the Corporation have to, I do not think 
there will be any difficulty in practice; the spirit of the clause is well 
known. If, however, experience shows any difficulty, it nmy he 
remedied afterwards just as any other clause in which lacunie might 
be found in course of time will have to be remedied. But the spiiit 
of the clause is in peifect consonance with clause 4, which wc have 
passeJJ. 


Dr. NARkSH CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, I strongly su]>port 
the amendment. My friend Mr. Momin has explained to us the spirit 
of the .section, about whi(*h I believe no one in this House has any 
illusion up to now. Sir, there is no u.se going into the (|uestion of 
the spirit; it will serve no useful purpose discu.ssing at the Tnesent 
stage W'hether it is just or unj«*st, proper or improper. The section as 
drawn up is impo.ssible, and I, will point out why. My friend 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu has referred to some ohjeetions, Init I will 
refer to others. The section will apply in fuses where a giant has been 
‘‘Jcnowingly’* made by the Corporation. Now, you must rememher in 
this connection the clamses with regard to .sui charge. The surcharge 
is to be made by the auditor with reference to this section. Therefore, 
he must make up his mind as to whether a particular grant was made 
by the Corporation knowingly or not. There is an amendment tabled 
by the Hon^ble Minister which seeks to define the word “knowingly. ” 
Sir, it is. rather difficult to determine that, but the Hon’ble Minister 
has sought to solve the riddle by referring to a “notice” on the Chief 
Executive Officer. If a matter has been brought to the notice of the 
Chief Executive Officer according to the definition as suggested by the 
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Hon’ble Minister, the Corporation is supposed ^o have “knowingly’^ 
made a grant — although individual members of the Corporation who 
have voted for the gi-ant may not have any knowledge of it — and forth- 
with it becomes an illegal payment and the auditor will have to make 
a surcharge, whether the particular voter did as a matter of faafc know 
or did not know that it was illegal. Then “knowingly” — what would 
then know and what must be known? No grant shall be knowingly 
made by the Corporation ; that is, the Corporation shall not make^any 
grant with a certain knowledge, but what is that certain ^:nowledge? 

In this very complicated and inartistic sentence which (‘onstitutes thia 
8#‘Ction there are several things which might be easily conceived as the 
subject of the knowledge and it does not make it clear w^hat particular 
knowledge the Corporation should bring into play in making a grant : 
knowledge I presume is nothing other than knowing. Khan Bahadur' 
Abdul Momin observed that the spirit of the section was quite clear, 
but w^e are not legislating in spirit, we are legislating in words. The 
spirit is that there should be “knowledge” that a particular vnstitujion 
employs persons who may ])e object ion,able in a particular direction; but 
that does not follow from the language; that “no grant shall be made 
knowingly by the Corporation without the previous sanction of the 
Local Government for any purpose, etc.” I think here “knowingly” in 
the collocation in which it appears refers to pur{)ose, with the knowledge 
of any purpose other than the purpose mentioned in the section. It 
does not refer according to the collocation to the more remote clause 
which refers to any person or persons. 

Then in the next place, an in.stitution whi(’li employs a person who 
is a political offender is penalised in this way, that no «grant can be 
made to it by the Corporation. It is not necessary for the pui-pose 
that that institution itself .should know that the person cmployeff is an 
offender, nor that the person so employed is know’ingly employed by 
them as an offender. Therefore, a perfectly innocent-looking man, for 
instance, a man like my friend Maulvi Tamizuddin Khan might be 
employed by the institution in perfect* ignorance of the fact that he 
had possibly ever been in jail, btit nevertheless if the Corporation 
makes a grunt and at the time when it so makes the grant if ^ 
the Chief Executive Officer happens to know that he had been in jail, 
but be has not brought it to the notice of the Councillors this expendi- 
ture must be surcharged. 

The next thing is an anomally, as Mr. Nag has pointed out and 
that is tlie provision about automatic dismissal which we have in con- 
nection with clause 4 does not appear here. What would happen in the 
case of a person who has been appointed before but who commits an 
offence afterwards; that is not provided for here, so that such a person 
might continue to go on while others may not be appointed. With 
regard to the appointments made by the Corporation, several safeguards 
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liaTe*beeii provided. For instance, there is the provision that at the 
time of applying !or*an appointment, the person mustf make a deolara- 
Jtion under the penalty of pi-osecution as to whether he has ever been 
in jail, or if he has been in jail, for what offepce And for what period 
There is no such thing in respect of any other institution to which a 
grant-in-aid is being given. Therefore, in the case of the Corporation, 
while there is a rough-and-ready way of ascertaining ns to whethej a 
partjcular person has been in jail or not, there is nothing provided here 
in accordance with which the Corporation can ascertain the fact about 
a person being employed as one of the employees of that institution. 
There is section 54BB which makes a very important }>oint of dift'eren'’e. 
Under section 54BB the LcK‘al Government may, by notification, exclude 
any class of appointments or any class of persons from the operation 
.of the previous clauses of se(‘tion 54, but (iovernment in ihe case oi an 
institution has no power to exclude from the operation of this clause 
certain appointments generally. Therefore, the operation of this clause 
would lie far more troublesome, far more cuniberous and far more 
iinfracticSble, if not impossible, than in the case of the ('orporution 
employees. In the case of the proposed .section 91 A the position is 
slightly different because when there is a primary .stdiool aided by the 
C/orporation, the Corporation has got its inspectors and list of teachers 
with them. But in the case of other institutions it would he ah.solutely 
a colossal task, which would ])e practi(‘ally imjM)ssihle for unvone. 

• 

Tli^n there is one other thing. The (luestion as I have said ultimate- 
ly dissolves itself into a question as to whether in a given case there 
should be surcharge or not and whether (he auditor should make a 
surcharge. We were told that the auditor is not a judicial authority; 
we were told that he is merely an executive authority and surcharge 
will ofierate automatically. But by putting the word “knowingly” and 
proceeding to put in another word, knowingly, between the word 
“which” and the words “employs any persons” as you must, you are 
making it impossible for the auditors to go on automatically as they 
will have to decide on the very important question of knowledge. If 
the auditor is not in a position to determine the question of good fai'th 
of a person, who makes the payment, how ^ill he he in such a position 
*fui to determine the knowledge of that party The knowledge may be 
l>ailed down, as the Hon’ble Minister himself suggests, to the knowledge 
of the Chief Executive Officer and the knowledge of the Chief Executive 
Officer resolves itself into a question of fact — a particular state of mind 
of a particular person, which has to be adjudicated upon by the 
auditor. The task of the auditor in giving effect to this section would 
be tremendous, and the only way he would he able to give effecd to this 
section is simply to ignore it. I submit that it is no use quarrelling 
now with regard to the basic principle of this section. Even if those 
principles are accepted, I am not content like Khan Bahadur Abdul 
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Moiuin to legislate merely the principle— we do not legislate the 
principle or the Spirit, we legislate the words, ani no matter what your 
intention may be, in giving assent to the words when the matter come| 
to the Court or has "to be given effect to by an executive body, it will 
not look at the intention or spirit, but it will look at the exac^ words. 
Even assuming that the principle is all right, and that we want that 
no grant should be made by the Corporation with a definite knowledge 
that the institution to which a grant is made knowingly employs a 
person who is a political offender or a person who Has been in jail tor 
three months or more, this is not the section by which you can give 
effect to it. Government have got to take a little more time in drafting 
it to provide for contingencies and safeguards which would be necessary 
to make it practical — safeguards like section 54BB and certain other 
(dauses of clause 4 — by which it would be automatically determined 
whether any particular institution which receives a grant is employing 
a forbidden person or not. All these things have got to be done in 
detail, and unless these things are done, you cannot assent to the section 
as it is. I ask the members to remember that they are nof assei#fiug 
to the principle merely, but are assepting to the words, and the words 
are objectionable in tbe way I have mentioned. My suggestion would 
be that the Government should give up this idea, and it would not hurt 
them very much. The Bill as it has been settled up till now can go 
on as it is, and this matter might be more fully discussed by the Govern- 
ment and might be embodied in a subsequent amendment. The 
question is not so very urgent with regard to the grants-in-aid tr these 
institutions, and for that reason Government — although Government 
have been very loath to consider suggestions — should consider the reason- 
able objections and should give time and thought when time and thought 
are absolutely necessary. I hope thal at long last they will at this 
moment consider and agree that this clause, as it stands, is lull of 
difficulties and from that point of view they would cease to press it. 

The Hon’hle Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY; In opposing this 
amendment, I may submit that clause 6 is a corrollary to clause 4 of 
the Bill and in order to stop evading clause 4, it is necessary that this 
disqualification should be, extended also to employees of institutions 
to which the Corporation might be making u grant. In clause 4, 
has been provided that anyone suffering from the disqualification shetild , 
not be employed in the Corporation service. Suppose, Sir, if the 
Corporation decide to make grants to institutions which will go on 
employing persons suffering from the disqualification, then clause 4 
would be altogether evaded. So it is verj^ pecessary that in order to 
give effetd to the Bill there must be a clause like clause 6. It is abso- 
lutely necessary; it is difficult for Government to give it up as was 
suggested by several speakers before me. The difficulty, acoordiiig to 
Br. Sen Gupta, is with regard Co the word “knowingly." If It is 
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to the notice of the Corporation thiough the Chief Executive 
Offieer that such and* such institutions employ persons suffering from 
ilieabilities, it would be the duty of the Corporation to refuse to make 
grants to those institutions. Mr. Basu said : • “How would the 
Corpor|tion know that there were persons suffering from disabilities in 
any institution to which the Corporation might give a grants’ My 
reply is that the Corporation should make it a condition precedent to 
makipg a grant that the institutions must submit a list of the persons 
whom they employ : it is their duty to know who are the persons 
employed. * If the Corporation decide before the grunt is actually 
sanctioned that they should scrutinise the list of names which may be 
supplied to them by the institutions, the difficulty will be veiy easily 
outcome. The Chief Executive Officer is the principal officer of the 
•Corporation, and certainly it is his duty to place before the Corjwration 
any information that may be sent to him. Sir, we are legislating 
with reference to tie Cori)oration grant, and we are not legislating 
with reference to the institutions which might ask for Corporation 
gilfhts. Government, therefore, left out these institutions from the 
scope of the Bill. If the Corjwration come to know that a particular 
institution has employed persons suffering from disabilities, it will bo 
the duty of the Corporation to refuse to make a grant to such an 
institution. 

I oppose this amendment. 

• • 

Dr, AMULYA RATAM CHOSE: Sir, 1 aKo tabled llie same molian, 
and as you have been kind eiiouffh to permit that those who liave (fiven 
notices of amendments hut have not moved them can speak on the 
subject, T hope you will permit me to say a few words. 

% 

Mr. PRESIDENT : Ye.s, you may. 

Dr. AMULYA RATAN CHOSE: Sir, the Hon'ble Minister’s reply 
has not convinced us, and I <lo nut think that his reply is just to the 
point and has met all the points* raised b>' the previous speakers. 
Dr. Sen Gupta and Mr. Narendra Kumar Jasu. What is proposed hy 
'^Ais clause is certainly one which has no parallel in any of the in.stitu- 
WMis or in any of the local bodies now in Bengal. I do not think there 
is any such section in any Acts for municipalities, district boards or 
local boards all over Bengal, and even in the institutions managed 
under the supervision of the Government of Bengal, these things are 
not present. If it is the object of the Government to prevent the Cor- 
poration from employing undesirable persons in the schools and other 
institutions under their direct supervision and control, I think that 
pitrposn has already been served by some other clauses of the Bill, But 
the Corporation should not be held responsible for appointments ip 
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such institutions on which the Corporation have no direct control, and 
it would practically be impossible for the Corporation to give grants- 
in-aid to such institutions if they have to make such grants after alb 
these searching inquiries and scrutiny. The object of the Bill, as we 
have been given to understand, was to prevent the Corporatioi| from 
employing undesirable persons. It was not stated then that the Cor- 
poration would also be compelled to see that other institutions which 
nre not under their control should not employ such undesirable peigions. 
Is it not too much to expect the Corporation to do*' the duties of the 
police and to see that undesirable persons are not employed in institu- 
tions which are run by some private bodies or individuals because in 
that case the Corporation would have to open a new department to see 
that such people are not employed there. That will involve the 
Corporation into large expenditure and the Corporation will be certainly* 
burdened with a task w’hich, I think, should not bj^ thrust upon them.' 
This is one aspect of the question, and another is whether these persons, 
who were once convicted or once found doing something wrong, were 
to be debarred from getting employment throughout their lives. *Tft 
will become a serious problem if such persons are not to be allowed to 
secure employment anywhere in the province. What will they do 
then? I do not think (government should be so vindii'tive as not to 
allow these persons to earn their honest livelihood, after they had once 
committed an oifence, for ever in their lives. If they are thus to be 
debarred from earning their honest livelihood, they might" be driven* 
to desperation and they might swell the ranks of terrorists ‘whose 
ludivities (Government us also the people sincerely want to suppress. 
Instead of that it will rather be an incentive because, as these people 
committed misdeeds once in their lives, they will not have a single 
chance even to correct thenrselves, earn an honest livelihood an(j, turn 
out honest citizens. Therefore, Sir, I support the amendment. 

Mr, H. P« V. TOWN END: Sir, I do not think any reply is necessaiT 
because the iKiints raised by the previor.s speaker were met in the reply 
to Mr. P. Banerji's motion. 

Mr. P. Banerji's motion that clause 0 be omitted being put, a division . 
WBvS taken with the following revsult: — 

AYES. 

Nakin. Maalvl AMal. 

MaW, Mr. R. 

■aakarjaa, Mr. tyMaRiwai. 

RaNar. talk NMaaaa PrMai. 

Ral Makauii, MtaMra Oak. 

Raf, Hr. Muwll akakkaritwar. 

Raat, taka liaaaai. 
taa tapla. Or. Raraak tkaakra. 

•kak. Maalvl Akkal NawM. 


Ali.Maaivi Mauaa. 
takak, Maaivi 9yi MalM. 
taaarjl, Hr. R. 

•aaa, Mr. Hartaira Maiaar. 
OkaMarJaa, Mr. R. 0. 

Okaaikari. taka KiMiarl Maka. 
tkaakkary, Maalvl Raral Akiar. 
RaMaRak. Maaivi Makaaiaiak. 
Sfcat A Mr. Aaialya Rataa. 
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laMrfl. Hal taluriNir Ktifeafe eMMra. 

■aMwItt, lata JHMiaralaL 
•arm* tai Mhik Naeliaaaa. 

■IHiai|va.fr. N. 

•Ma,ilr.Cli. 

••ttaalay, Mr. J. M. 
lira, Mr. N. M. 

Data, Mr. 8. R. 

Oai, Rltiakaiar Kaaiiai K|aiar. 

Eiflay, Mr. H. 8. A. 

rara4ai» ia« Ha^aia Nawab K. 8. M., Kbaa 
Bakaiar. 

Fawaat, Mr. L. R. 

Bkaxaafi, tka Haa'kif Alkaaj Nawab BahaEar 
•ir Abialkarlm, at Dliiaar. 

Bilakrht, Mr. R. N. 

BlaMlaf, Mr. D. 

teaka, Rai Bakaiar Badriaat. 

€ika, Baba Prafalla Kaaiar. 

Baka. Mr. F. N. '* 

Mavaa, Kbaa Bakaiar Maalvl Aiital. 

Hall. Mr. 8.*F. 

Haa|*« Mr. 8.%. 

HaMia, Nawab Maibarrat, Kbaa Babalar. 

Hanaia, Maaivi Mahaaimaa. 

Haataia, Maaiwi Latafat. 

Kataai. Maaivi Abal. 

Rkaa, Kbaa Bahalar Maaivi Maanaai All. 

Kbaa. Mr. Raiaur Rahaiaa. 

Mafaira, Mr. L T. 

Millar. Mr. C. C. 

MHtar, tka Naa’kla bir Pravaib Ckaatfar. 


NOES. 

Mlttar, Mr. 1. 1. * 

MIttra, B^a taral fihaalra. 

Maaiia, Kbaa Bahafar Mahaniaal Akial. 
Malliak. Mr. Makaala Bakary. 

Nat, Ravaraai B. A. 

Naaly, Maharaja Srii Okaalra, at Kaalaibaiar. 
NulaiaMia. tka Naa^bla Mr. Khwaja. 

Nalaaa, Mr. W. N. 

Fbllpat. Mr. N. I. V. 

Failar, Mr. Aaaala Mehaa. 

Fraatlaa, tka Haa’bla Sir Wllliaai. 

Rabaiaa, Mr. A. F. M. Abkar.. 

Rabaiaa. Maaivi Atlaar. 

Ray, Baba Aaialyaihaa. 

Ray. Baba Kkattar Mabaa. 

Ray, Baba Nagaakra Narayaa. 

Ray Ohawtfhary, Mr. K. I. 

Ray Ohawkhary, Baba latiib Ohaakra. 

Ray, tka Naa’bla lir BIJay Fraiak liagk. 

Ray, Baba Harlbaaia. 

Ray, Mr. fallaawar liagk. 

Ray, Mr. 1. N. 

Sakaaa, Baba latya Klakar. 
larkar. Ral lahib Rabali Makaa. 
d laa, Mr. B. R. 

tan, Rai Bakakur Birii Ohaakra. 
lolaimaa, Maalvl Makammik. 
ttavan. Mr. «l. W. R. 

•amnar, Mr. I. R. 

Tkamptan, Mr. W. N. 

Tawnaak, Mr. H. F. V. 

Wilkiaaan, Mr. H. R. 

Waakkaak, tka Haa'bla Mr. k. A. 


Thy Ayes heiiij? 18 und llie N()e> (>4, the inolion was lost. 


« Clause 6A. 

Th^ motion that clause OA he omitted wa.s put separately and lost. 

Khan Bahadur Maulvi Azizul Haejue’s short -not ice motion that in 
clauses 6 and 6A, in j>ro{)osed sections 8HA and 91 A, lespeetively, for 
the word “employs” the following' he suhstituted, namely — 

“has after the w)mnieneenient Af the (’aleutta Municipal tAmend- 
ment) Act, 19dd, taken into emidoyment” 

a 

then put and agreed to. 

TKe Honlile Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 heg to move 
that in clause 6, the existing explanation to propo.sed section 88A be 
hlmbered as Explanation 1, and after the explanation as so uuml)ered 
the following explanation he added, namely: — 

^Ej: filiation 2 . — If any fact is communicated to the Chief Execu- 
tive Officer, the Corporation shall, for the purjKises of this section, be 
deemed to have knowledge of that fact.” 

SI 
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I move this in respect of both the clauses 6 and 6A. I do not think 
it is necessary hr me to say anything in support of this amendment. 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: Sir, 1 beg to oppose this 
amendment, and I have already explained my reasons. It is^a most 
extraordinary provision. It imputes knowledge and not merely a 
presumption of such knowledge to the Corporation by the mere fi^t 
that it is communicated to its Chief Executive Officer. How cag you 
even presume that tlie Corporation has knowle<lge *of the fact simply 
because it is communicated to the Chief Executive Officer. 
Suppose the Chief Executive Officer forgets it or for some 
other reason he does not bring it to the notice of the Corpofa- 
tion and the Corporation makes a grant. Nevertheless, the Corpora* 
tion must be conclusively taken to have the information and to have 
knowingly made the grant. This is so supremely absurd that I do not 
think any further argument is necessary for its rejection. 

The motions were put in respect of both clauses (> and 6A ‘and were 

agreed to. ^ *** 

Mr. P. N. GUHA: Mr. President, Sir, I beg to move that in clause 
6, after proposed section 88A, the following l)e inserted, namely: — 

“88B. No application or proposal for a grant of any kind to an 
institution, project or scheme shall be entertained by the Corporation 
unless made in the forms prescribed. The signal oiy or signatories to 
such forms who may secure a grant of any kind from the Corporation 
by suppressing or avoiding informations recjuired to be given in the 
prescribed forms shall jointly and severally be punished M;ith fine which 
may extend to one thousand rupees and person or persons so convicted 
shall be jointly and severally liable to refund the entire sum of^inoney 
drawn from the Corporation us also to restore any property that may 
be involved in such grant. 

Sir, 1 am fully aware of the fate of my amendment, yet a sense of 
duty compels me to move it. The difficulties that were felt by my 
friends on the other side with regard to the working of the section which 
has just been passed were,»uppermost in my mind when I tabled this 
amendment. It has been provided that the Corporation shall not make toy 
grant to any institution which employs political convicts. This means 
that the Corporation shall, before making any grant, have to find out 
which institution employs political convicts and which does not. This 
is a task almost impossible to accomplish. My friend, Mr. P. 
has said that the Corporation distributes grants to 2,000 institutions. 
That is not correct. There are about ^300 primai-y schools, 100 libraries, 
50 hospitals and about 50 institutions of other kinds — in all about iSOO 
institutions which receive grants-in-aid from the Corporation. If each 
of these institutions employ five persons on an average, then the rbcoi^dB 
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of Itboui 2,500 persons have to be scrutiniEed before making grants. 
Is not that an iifipolsible task? The Hon’ble Miniver said a little 
^hile ago that the Corporation could easily ask the authorities of the 
institutions to supply the necessary information. Jhat is exactly what 
I want^ and it is for that reason that I have in my amendment placed 
the burden on their shoulders. Sir, you will see that my proposal is 
^at no application for a grant of any kind shall be entertained by the 
Cfei'Dpration unless made in the forms prescribed, which means that 
the Government shall have to draw up a form in which the institutions 
seeking gr^t from the Corporation shall have to make a declaration 
with regard to their employees. I have taken good care to make 
plt)vi8ion8 for the punishment of those who may make false declarations. 
My proposal is that the signatory or signatories to such fomis who 
.may secpre a grant of any kind from tlie Corjioration by suppressing or 
avoiding information required to be given in the prescribed form, shall 
jointly and severallj' be punished with a fine which may extend up to 
Bs. 1,000 and person or persons so convicted shall be jointly and severally 
lifible to fefund the entire sum of money drawn from the Corporation 
as also to restore any property tlfat may be involved in such a grant. 
The Ilon’ble Minister said that they were legislating to regulate the 
affairs of the Corporation only and .so the (lovernment could not 
possibly drag other institutions in. This is a (|ueer logic, specially in 
view of the punishment that has been pr<>vided for persons secvuing 
•employment under the (\)rpora(ion by false declaration, Mem and 
woman serving under the (Corporation leceive monthly emoluments and 
instittltions receiving grants get yearly emoluments. Hoth take money 
out of the funds of the Corporation and so where is the difference I*' If 
you can compel one class to make a declaration, then there is no earthly 
reason why you cannot compel the other. 

Sir, there is another side of the issue and to that 1 want to draw 
the pointed attention of the ffou.se. Various instituf i(»ns jrj the city 
re(*eive grants-iii-aid fi’oin the (Virjioration, Imi is the ffon’ble Minister 
aware that the Corporation im^ke gifts of the land they own to many 
institutions? And these lands tl^)Ugh valued at lakhs, never come 
within the pumew of the auditors. They have never known anything 
about the gifts of the lands and at no time*thpy shall know which ]):ece 
of the land owned by the Coiqioration is given to which institution j.iid 
so lands worth lakhs and lakhs will go without the least pn.ssible chance 
of knowing if such lands have gone to institutions employing political 
convicts. Lands have already been granted to many institutions and 
tny information is that many applications are pending on that behalf. 
Sir, is not it a queer logic that the Corporation shall not he able to 
a rujJee to an institution employing political convicts, but they 
Ivin be free to make a gift of a piei^e of land w’orth a lakh of rupees to 

fuch an institution? My amendment if accepted wdll effectively guard 

% 
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all sides. In conclusion, I would like to point out to the Hous4 that 
the Corporation ^hall not without the help of a tiell^quipped Criminal 
Investigation Department be able to know the full history of each and 
every employee of an institution applying for grant and as such they 
will, as a matter of course, prefer not to make any grant to any institu- 
tion for fear of the surcharge as the result of which many d&erving 
institutions will disappear. 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Sir. I rile to 
oppose this amendment. Mr. Guha suggests that the ^applications 
should lie made in the prescribed form. The Corporation can always 
make it a condition of the grunt as to how the application should^w 
made, and I understand that even now applications are made in writing. 
So it is for the Corporation to decide how they should find out what 
class of peojile are enijdoyed in the institutions which seek grant. To 
do anything like what Mr. (luha says would be going beyond the scope 
of the Bill. It is not the intention of Government to bring -in these 
various institutions within the purview' of this Bill. This‘ Bill Aies 
not refei’ to these institutions at alk I oppose the amendment. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

The motion that clauses G and GA, as jpneruled, stand ]>art of the 
Bill was then put and agreed to. 


I*r{(i mhh. 

The motion that the l^renmble stand }>ait of the Bill was then put 
and agreed to. ‘ 

The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: I beg to move 
that the Bill, as settled in Council, he passed. 

1 must thank the hon’ble members of this House lor their co-opera- 
tion and the deidsive supjtort which > have received in piloting this 
measure. As I mentioned before, there were during the last ten years 
of the working of the Corporation, several instances of default and the 
attention of the CorjKiratiob Avas specifically diawn to some of them. 
The Corporation Avas given sufficient opportunity to mend matters, but 
that opportunity was not availed of. Government, therefore, had no 
other alternative but to draw the attention of this House, which is 
after all supreme, by initiating legislation. It is the duty of the 
Executive Government to draw the attention of the House to the fact 
that the wishes of the Ijegislature w’ere not being respected and 
the Act was not being worked in its proper spirit. During the 
days, in the course of the discussion of the Bill, I think Governxxilijlpf ' 
have mode it sufficiently clear that if this Bill be passed into law, it 
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will not^m any way iouch the autonomy of the Corjjpratiou, will not 
in any way affect the privileges and rights of the rate-payers, hut will 
act marely as a salutary check. In the Press as A^ell us in this ITouse 
there were definite attempts to misrepresent the object of the Bill, hut 
I am (^nfident that in course of time when the present controversy will 
be over and the rate-payers of Calcutta will realise the real object of 
Ae Government in placing this measure before the (U>nncil, it will be 
welcome. In the 4 )erilous journey of public life approbation of one’s 
conscience il the highest reward, and I may confess that I have that in 
abundance. Sir Surendranath Banerjea wa.s abused and iM)^\led out of 
fviblic life, nay, out of this world, but now his reputation is adecpiately 
vindicated in the bar of jmblic opinion, and 1 appeal to that tribunal. 

• 

Mr. 8YAMAPR08AD MOOKERJEE: The end of this debate which 
has been, prolonged beyond the exj>ectation of many is at last in sight. 
Ii^he course of discussion the supporters of (bjvernment jdactal before 
the House all sorts of arguments,*possible and ini]M>ssible, in justifica- 
tion of this measure. Jt was left only to a few members of this House 
to refute those arguments whicli wen* advanced on behalf ol (iovern- 
rrthnt, and we claim that ne liave succeeded in challenging their validity 
to the satisfaction of those whose eyes are not prejudiceil and who are 
prepared ty look at things at. their ])roper perspective. So far as the 
provisions of the Bill are concerned, they are indeed of a drastic nature. 
There lis one asjrect of the question w^hich one rrannot ignore. So far 
as the provisions are concerned, they ar-e direct'd mainly against the 
activities of certain class of individuals who belong to a partimilar 
political group, lii his anxiety to .satisfy the wishes of persons who 
wanted to see the power of the Congress party crusi,»*d in the Corpora- 
tion, the Ilon’ble Minister has achieved Homething riio.-’'*. He has suc- 
ceeded in reducing the powers of the CorjKrration itsell. I have ojten 
wondered in the course of this debate as to w^hat exactly is the reason 
why the Minister is so angry wdth tlie Congress paHy in the (lorpora- 
tion. I can understand the attitud^of hostility of the h/Ufojrean mem- 
bers towards the Congress generally; the reason is obvious; 1 I'un even 
understand the attitude of Sir William Brentice who Is so anxious to 
fight the Congress to a finish; I can even understand the attitude of 
certain members of this House, elected and nominated, who, fortunately 
or unfortunately, have been ousted from their position in the Corjxira- 
tion mainly on account of the Congress. But I would have thought 
that 80 far as the present ministry was concerned, they would remain 
a deep and eternal debt of gratitude to the Congress. The fact 

a inB thkt the present Ministers have been in office longer than any 
eir predecessors. They may perhaps claim that it is due to their 
ftMity, but others might doubt it and say that it was rather due to the 
disappearance of the Congress block from this Council. We know 
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there were giants before them who occupied tj^e office of il^isters. 
Men like Nawab Bahadur Sir Abdelkarim Ghu^navi aisid l^tiwab 
Musharraf Hosain — ^to mention only two — have disappearelf fijin tbfi 
ministry, but our friends have merrily continued ! Surely, we would 
have thought that the doctrine of indirect liability, recognised in the 
Bill in respect of Corporation employees, might with suitable modifica- 
tion be applied to the Ministers’ attitude towards the Congress as wdir 
On the other hand, the Hon’ble Minister has included provisiofis ifi 
this measure which really destroy the very fundamental yrinciples <ff 
local self-government. 


Jjet me proceed to the question of appointments. I have no desire 
to reopen points which have already been discussed. I am going to 
put the matter from a different angle of vision to-day. Sir, what 
about these appointments? There have been ''mischievous propa- 
gandists, 'lying propagandists, who made it their business to ^proclaim 
that the Corporation is a place where revolutionaries, terrorisl^i and dj^n- 
gerous criminals were deliberately employed. We have now knowii that 
out of 5,000 employees of the Corporation there are only 50, who Kbw- 
ever do not belong to that category but have suffered imprisonment at 
some stage of their careers on account of certain jKditical offences, 
mainly of a mirmr character. Now, Sir, tlie “retrospective’’ clause has 
been removed. (If (‘ourse, I do not know on ac(*(uint of wjiose effort? 
this has been achieved. But the fact remains that it has been repoved, 
and this is an evidence, a conclusive evidence, that (iovernmei^ must 
have been satisfied that so far as the present employees of the Corpora- 
tion are concerned, there is none among tliem who is a rfvoliiiionary, a 
terrorist or a dangerous criminal — for I am sure that Mr. Thompson’s 
group would never forgive the Ilon’ble Sir Bijoy Prasad Singh Roy, 
or the present Government of Bengal, if, knowing that tliere were 
dangerous jmlitical criminals in the employ of the Corporation, they 
had allowed the clause to be deleted. That is a fact. Sir, which has to 
be remembered to-day when the debatti is coming to a close. Indeed, 
the Calcutta Corporation stands vindicated in the eyes of the world, 
and I hope there will jiot be any occasion in the future when anybody 
whoever he may be, will have the courage to get up and say that the 
Corporation still employs terrorists or dangerous political criminals. 
Incidentally, this is also a tribute paid to the selective power of the 
past Corporation. In future, such persons will not be debarred perma- 
nently from the service of the Corporation, but they will get appoint- 
ments if Government are satisfied that they are fit and proper persona. 
This discretion has in the past been wisely exercised by the Corpora- 
tion. So far as future appointments are concerned, however, the powar 
will be left in the hands of Government and not of the Corporation-^^ 
on what principle w^e on this side of the House have of course failed 
to discover. 
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^5ir, let me come to the question of audit rules. My friend 
Mr. ^fmrwdra Kumar*Basu has made it dear that theae is none in this 
Jlou^ wh^ is opposed in principle to the formulation of wholesome 
rules with regard to audit. But the question i*^ : tllow are those rules 
to be formulated, and where is the guarantee that such rules have been 
formulated in the interest of protecting the Corporation from financial 
" 14 If®ff^l*^J’lties and not from any other motive}^ Here also the bugbear 
«f the Congress members is always present I If you analyse the rules 
you cannot but cofhe to the conclusion that the framer of the Bill was 
more actuated by the desire to see how these Congress members could 


be brought to book and taught a lesson, than by a real anxiety to 
secure removal of financial irregularities. Sir, look at the attitude of 
Mr. Miller— a most surprising attitude. Mr. Miller in principle was 
•agreeable to accept a certain amendment, but he could not do so; and 
why? Because cerhiin menibei^s of this House luul suppoj’ted the 
Corporation, bec'ause, if that amendment were ac(‘e])ted, the Hon’ble 
Ministei^ might be placed in an aukward ]w>sition so far as its a])])lication 
i^ncerned ! Sir, when* was this anxiety on tin* ])ari of Mr. Miller 
anj the European group, so far as the other provisions of the Bill were 
concerned — there also the llon’ble Minister was being given large 
powers of interference, was clothed with powers of tinal decision? The 
other day Mr. Milh*r desciib(*d tl»e attitmle of tin* opposition as that of 
a^school-lmy. But does lie f<»rget his own attitude discloses the 
'mentality *not even of a sch(tol-boy but of a street urchin? lOven a 
seboot-boy would be a little more sensible of his responsibility before he 
expressed an opinion like that. 


Si^far as the question of audit is concerned, I will not refer to it in 
detail, but in order to show up the mentality of Government 1 may 
only refer to the fate of one or two amendments which received the 
support not of us alone but of men to whom the Hon’ble Minister 
invariably looked up for supiKut, namely Khan Bahadur M. A. Momin 
and Khan Bahadur Maulvi AzjjiuI JIaque. Sir, the amendment with 
regard to the stay of the orders of auditors was one whicdi protected 
the interests of the person surcharged; if^he files an appeal, he need 
not make a payment until the ajijieal is heard and disposed of. Sir, 
a provision like that which also found a place in the English statutes 
could not be accepted by Government. Thi.s reference to English 
statutes reminds me of another aspect of the ministerial attitude. The 
Hon’ble Minister whenever confronted with a reasonable argument got 
up and said “Oh, refer to the English statute : I have copied it from 
there.” \yell, Sir, that is his Bible. Because a thing is in the English 
statute, forsooth, it must be in the Bengal statute also ! Sir, I do not 
know since when the Hon’ble Minister developed this inordinate craze 
lor the English statutes and English precedents. 



GOVERNMENT BILL. 


004 


Siirr., 


The Hon’Me Sir BlilOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: They are as much 
your Bible as they are mine. 


Mr. 8YAMAPR68AD MOOKERJEE: Well, if they are really 
his Bible, is he prepared to follow the provisions of the English statutes 
or English precedents in all matters? Is he prepared to sanction large 
grants for the improvement of municipalities and district boards 
Bengal as Government has done in England? No, of course not. ‘flow 
can he do this? 


The Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: Yes, how can we 

do this, we have jio moneJ^ 


Mr. SYAMAPROSAD MOOKERJEE; Wait, pfease. Is he prepar- 
ed to follow them up in other departments of the State? Is he 
prepared to call upon Sir William Prentice and his other masters (Ifat 
India should get responsible governinent be(*ause it is recognisedTJn 
England? Of course not. Then, take the question of ois salary. Is 
he prepared to a(‘cept a salary consistent with what the Ministers get 
at home? Of course not. No question of imitation arises in such 
cases. But if it is a (]uestion of the application or misapplication pf 
English statutes so far as the curtailment of certain i)ow#rs is con- 
cerned, then there are always the English statutes to fall back u^on. 

Now, Sii’, about the (jiiestion of audit. If audit and sui’charge are 
80 wholesome, may I ask, why not accept the rules , for yourself?-^ 
Mr. Narendra Kumar Basu knows better than many of us about the 
affairs of the Public Accounts Committee and he informed usf only 
yesterday that there are numerous cases wheie departments of Govern- 
ment were criticised by the Audit Department for their hnancial 
irregularities. Well, Sir, is the llon'ble Minister prepared to accept 
the same principle and apply it to his own < ase? Then, we on this side 
will watch and wait with interest fer the day when this principle will 
be applied to all departments under the contiol of the Hon’ble Ministers 
and Members of the Executive Council, so that we may have the 
pleasure of seeing salaries cut and surcharged for irregularities for 
which they may be directly or indirectly responsible. 

Now, Sir, we have heard a lot about the Calcutta Corporation during 
the last eight days. No one claims that this institution is a perfect 
one. Indeed no institution is perfect — not even the Government of 
.Bengal as it is constituted to-day. But the fact remains that so f«r 
M the Calcutta Corpijration is concerned, during the last seven or eight 
years, it has been responsible for the initiation of several schemes of 
paramount importance. 
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tW Hon’ble Sir BUOY PRASAD SINGH ROYi I have alwaya 
admitted that. * • 


Mr. SYAMAPROSAD MOOKERJEE: Well. *1 am very glad to 
know ft. The CorjK)ration has introduced certain measures of reform 
which are calculateil to advance the iiitc^resls of the people of this city> 
and they have done so not under the directions of an I.C.S. Chairman^ 
but the programiue of work was enunciated by an ex-prisoner— an 
illustrious %on of Bengal — the late Mr. t\ K. Das. Sir, it is not my 
intention to go into details, but let me only refer to one or two itemii 
of outstanding importance. Take primary education first of all, for 1 
knoV that my friend Mr. Dain is so keen about it. If you refer to 
priintfr^ education, you will find that in 102d, before the advent of 
the present regime, expendituie on that head was Its. 1,48,000, whereaa 
now, in 19^2-03, the amount provided was Us. 12,71,000. Surely 
Mr. Datn will be the first person to get up and support the ('alcuttu 
Q*rporatfbn only for this it for nothing else I book at the number of 
sohools; it has increased to 223 atid the number of students from 2,40K 
in 1923 to 30,000 now. Look also at some other departments, namely, 
grants for the improvement of sanitation, medical relief, et('. The 
grants under these heads have risen from Us. 9,30,000 to Us. 17.32,000. 
The amount of exjienditure for hospitals and dispensaries waa 
.Us. 2,42,000 — mainly distributed among institutions under European 
manj^gement in those days — but now tlie figure is Us. 0, 40, 000, mainly 
for the benefit of Indian institutions. So far as maternity units are. 
concerned, the number of cases lias increased fiom 3,000 to 7,000. So 
ip far as medic;pl dispensaries are concerned, free dispensation was granted 
to 147,000 patients then, but now their number is (iOO.OOO. Surely, Siiv 
these* are outstanding achievements for which any Corporation would 
feel proud; not only any (kirporation, but any Local Self-dovernmcnt 
Department, under which the Corporation works, should feel proud of 
these achievements. These achievements will stand the test of time, 
will outlive Ministers and inifiistries who will have blossomed and 
perished and sunk into the liml)o bf oblivion. 

Sir, prior to the passing of the Calcutta Municipal Act in 1923 the 
Corporation was a close preserve of the bureaueraey, a place where 
Europeans dominated and Indians only came to play the second fiddle. 
That was the state of affairs in the Corporation then. Indeed, Sir, no 
less a person than I^ord Curzon, who always held a high idea of hia 
exalted personality, once said that next to Viceroyalty he would prefer 
the Chairmanship of the Calcutta Corporation. It was an act of super- 
iiuman courage, an act of real statesmanship — not the kind of states- 
manship of which my friend the Minister talks of bwlay — that was dis- 
l^yed by the late Sir Surendranath Banerjea when he fransf erred this 
responsibility and control to the elected representatives of the people. 
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and taking all things into consideration it must be said that the 
Corporation also has justified the confidence bestoVed'on it. That was 
an achievement of no mean order on the part of the great Minister; that* 
was a great (constructive work, a constructive work of which^^rhaps 
he alone was capable — a man of his imagination and patriotismigiof his 
capacious brain and mighty intellect. 


(At this stage the member reached the time-limit, but was allowed 
two minutes more.) , 

That was the picture then, Sir, and what is the pictuilj now? It 
is true that the Hon’ble Minister will have the pleasure and privilege 
of passing this measure with the help of this Council to-day, but. Sir, 
what is the nature of this measure? It is nothing but a destiaic^ive 
measure, which is going to destroy at least partially the autoncj^my and 
power whi(;h the Corporation has been enjoying under the present Act ; 
it is a measure which will reduce a great corporate* body to an annexe 
(if the Bengal Secretariat. It is nothing but a measure by which the 
Ilon’ble Minister has bartered away national rights and* natioml 
privileges. Sir, the work of destructfiin is always easy of achievement 
and indeed it is (juite possible on the part of a person who is short- 
sighted and weak, for which however he will not be remembered by 
posterity vvith any affectionate remembrance and gratitude, but with 
utter feelings of sliame and humiliation. 

(The Council was then adjourned for 15 minutes for prayer.) 

t 

(After adjournment.) * 


Mr. W. H. THOMPSONS Mr. President, Sir, that 'y^^^ 
respector of persons is amply proved by your permitting so m^ui a 
person as a street urchin to catch your eye at this moment. I am, Sir, 
one of those long suffering members of this Council who have not spoken 
during this long and stormy debate. But in spite of the fewr splutterings 
of thunder just before tea it does seem tl^at the storm is almost over, and 
I hope in a few minutes, the w'eather permitting, to be able to (jon- 
giatulate the Hon’ble Minister on behalf of this group on the passing 
of this Bill in a fonu which has commended itself to so largo a majority 
of this House. The other side has fought a desperate rearguard action 
much of it with hlank ammunition, but the battle is practically over, 
and we may almost begin to count up the results. The Hon’ble 
Minister did not attempt to take up the Calcutta Municipal Act and 
frame an amending Act to eliminate all the difficulties in the working 
of it. What he did was to take one point and to legislate specifically 
upon it and tighten things up generally by applying the principle of 
sui'churge which is after all no more than an ordinary method of control 
of local bodies practised in the country in the vrorld in which the 
development of those local bodies has gone furthest. I <x>uld not follow 
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ilw laftt «|)eftker’8 .casuistry in findinjr that the passage of this Bill in its 
present form through this Council has been a pat oi# the back for th6 
*Oaicutta Corporation. The Bill is obviously not a {>anaccu for all tho 
ills which the Corporation may be heir to. I fc^l rather that it is a 
hint given by the electors of the province of Bengal through their 
representatives in this House that they were not satisfied with the way 
in which the Corporation’s business was being carried on. There has 
rectntly been a re-election in the Corporation with a considerable (‘hange 
in the personnel o*f the Councillors. The new Mayor is a man for whom 
I have a very considerable respect. There are members who think that 
the Bill was possibly an unnecessarily broad hint for him, but in all 
assemblies there are back-benchers and the back-beiu'hers in tlie (!orpo- 
ration are certainly not controllable or amenable to dist'ipline as tho 
back-benchers in the mother <vf parliaments. As far as the controlling 
wing of the Corpoigjtion as a wlnde is concerned a very )>roa(l hint was 
necessary. Now, Sir, let us hope that tliis liiut will he taken hy the 
^rporat^ou as it is meant ; let us hope that no one will eo\ivt the 
penalties of tliis Act in tlie mistaken idea of acquiring merit by self- 
sacrifice. Let ns even hope that possibly none of these j)enalties will 
have to be enforced at all and that the relation between what is by far 
the largest local governing body in this province and the provimdal 
Government itself may ultimately l>e welded into haiinony. 

|abu*dlTENDRALAL BANNERJEE: Sir, I did m.t want to 
speak. The different clauses of the Bill have been carried uith such 
overw'helming majorities and the Bill itself, — 1 feel in my bones — is 
going to be parried with such an overwhelming majority tlmt I thought 
that it would not he necessary for us to speak. Sir, there are people 
who*claim in season and out of seas(/U that it is they who represent tho 
people of the country and that the Council is nnre})resentativ»‘. Sir, 
there is no instrument, by' which you can find out who represents tho 
country and who does not, but this modest claim I can make on behalf 
of myself and others that wef at any rate, are here by the vote and 
BuftVage of the people of the coufitry. Therefore, wo are justified in 
claiming that we do represent the opinion of a certain section of opinion 
in the country; and the overwhelming nfajority with which the mem- 
bers have passed the different provisions of the Bill, that by itself con- 
stitutes a judgment upon the Calcutta Corporation. 

So far us the Bill itself is concerned, it is not necjessary for mo to 
speak; but, Sir, things have been said here, especially by Mr. vSyama- 
prosad Mookerjee, which require a word of comment. Mr. Mookerjee 
begau by paying — it was an entirely superfluous proceeding — but — 
he began by paying a compliment to the Congress and by singing a song 
of praise in defence of the Congress. This was unnecessary. The 
Congress does not require to lie defended by him or anybody else. But 
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« e compliment came^.wit^ a T>a<l grace from Mrl *t^ailii^rosa<i 
ookerjee, becaulie I cannot help remembering that if Mookerjee 
to-day is in this Council, it is because of his defiance of the Gongreite. * 
^ He was sent to the Council on a mandate which he has disobeyed atnd 
disregarded. Therefore, the compliment to the Congress i^ime%^rth g 
bad grace from him. He took also, in vain, the name of Sir Surendra- 
nath Banerjea once again in this Council. For Mr. Syainaprosad 
Mookerjee with his antecedents, with the long, hereditary’ antecedifents 
of his family, for him to speak of Sir Surendranath Banerjm reqfuired 
a certain measure of audacity. The name of Sir Surendranath 
Banerjea stirs some of our deei)est memories. I remember him in., his 
days of glory. I remember him also in his lonely old age w’hei^ he 
was politic!ally hounded out of life by those very people on whose behalf 
Mr. Mookerjee claims to be speaking. I remember how he was pursued, 
with what nameless obliquy, with wliat abuse, wivh what vindictive 
malice : how persistent was the attack against him in those vei;y quar- 
ters which now pay lip-tribute to the memory of Sir Surcadrancdh 
Banerjea. Hypocrisy like this would be enough to make Surendranath' 
Banerjea turn in his very grave. 

Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee paid a great comj»limcnt to the 
(ku'poration and enumerated some of their many achievements. That 
also was not necessary. \ol)ody is concerned in denying any good 
work that the Corporation may have done. But, Sir, Mr. Syamaprosad 
Mookerjee forgets tliat, if the (k)rporation to-day spejids three times 
what it \ised to spend on primary education before, if it now spends 
tw'ice what it used to spend formerly on medical relief, the income of 
the (Corporation is more tlian three times of what it formerly was. They 
have more to spend, and they are spending more — and Hiat is ulMhat 
cun he said. Sir, it is all very well to talk about primary education. 
But after all the primary concern of municipalities and other local 
bodies is something other than primary education. There are such 
things as roads, conservancy, the provision of pure food and the pre- 
valence of diseases. And how stands the record of the (birporation with 
regard to these matters P For the Corporation of a city where the death 
rate is dO per thousand where^the infantile mortality is d50 per thousand 
for such a Corporation to take credit for their doings requires a certain 
amount of cheek and audacity. What about the streets of Calcutta, 
what alH)ut drainage, what about adulterated food, what about the 
milk-kitcheus, what about the thousand other promises to the people 
which are trotted out just before an election and afterwards conveniently 
forgotten P These things Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee conveniently 
slurred over : and he trotted out the old worn-out cry — a bogey which 
has often been laid bxit which refuses to be slain — ^the cry that the 
autonomy of the Corporation is going to be curtailed by the introduce 
tion of this BUI. Sir, no more blatant and unfounded charge could 
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tile Jriufee 5of autbndiny so far as the Coloration i% concerned. Tfia 
pffirerB of 4he Ratepayers are left intact: the t'onstihition of the Cor- 
*p6tafw)n'is left intact, exactly as it had been left.by Sir Surendrunath 
Ba^erjea, Iheir powers also are left as they were. The present Bill 
introduces only two changes; Indh of tliem small, and one certainly 
of the utmost need and urgency — I mean as regards audit. Formerly 
it was ineffective, the Bill makes it effective: there was a ^ueat gap in 
the .^c;t which th® amending Bill seeks to I'einedy and that is the real 
gravamen fff the (harge against the (iovernment. The second is the 
question of jjolitical sufferers. Now, Sir, so far as this question is con- 
cerned, I (‘unnot help thinking that the sentimental ])ity which has 
heeA wasted upon these sufferers — the copious tears that have been shed 
by the j)rofessed advocates ot the Corporation — I oannot help thinking 
that this is in the nature f>f a political camouffage. In tact, both sides 
of this House coulTl think that the Corporation are eag(‘r to appoint 
political sufferers. Sir, there are ten thousands political sufferers 
ifp* Ben/Jal ; how many of them liave they jirovnled for^ 
Only 50. Have the worst suffefers been provided?* No; only those 
who could ingratiate tliemselves with the bosses ot the Cor]>oration, 
If the Corporation liad said, “we are proud (»f political sufferers, wc 
shall appoint tljcni in defiance of (iovernment, and if Government say 
that we cannot employ tlnun, we shall resign — it they had taken uj> 
•tliis attitude I would have admired them. They have not dared to do 
so: tJieir attiude is one (»f whining supplication and liumhle a])ology. 
^‘We*employ so iiKun/ people, and only s(> /ca' of them ar«‘ political 
offenders” — that is the attitude which is taken up. But wlien it comes 
to deluding 4he public and gathering their sympathy, the woes of 
political sufferers are exploited to the utmost extent. And 1 j)roteKt 
against this shameful exjdoitiilion of political sufferers by people whose 
f)wn sufferings have been the minimum. 

One word 1 must say about the Minister for liocal Self-Oovernment. 
During the last two mouths a/!d more, he has been tlie target (»f un- 
measured abuse by a section of th^ I^ress. He has been ]>ursued with 
an unscrupulous, vindictive vendetta for having dared to bring for- 
ward the present measure. Sir, I have not always sc^en » yc‘ t(» eye with 
the Hon’ble Minister. 1 have differed Irom him on many occasions 
and have animadverted with much severity on many of his actions. 
But I must say that he has displayed one <|uality of character which 
has ever been the first principle of my own political life. I admire 
courage wherever I find it: and so far as the Minister is concerned, he 
has displayed that rare and precious quality — a ciuality so rare among 
our public men and therefore doubly precious — the (|uality of acting 
according to one’s own convictions. The Bill may be fruitful or in- 
fructuous I do not know — the future is on the knees of the Gods. But 
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the Minister has no wish; no desire to interfere or tamper wit& the 
autonomy of tha Calcutta Corporation. He wafits ^o preserve it: he 
wantH to preserve also the interest of the ratepayers— those ratepayers^ 
who are flattered on d;he eve of an election and forgotten the day after. 
He has sought to protect these interests to the best of his ability and 
f(fr this act of courage he deserves and will get the sincerest thanks of 
the public. 

Mr. P. BANERJi: Sir, in the beginning when Mr. J. L. Bannerjee, 
the orator, spoke on the motion for taking this Bill into cisnsideration, 
we found that Mr. Bannerjee was certainly not talking with that 
amount of sense which w^e used to associate wdth his speeches, and. that 
excepting fluency there was no substance in his speech ; but to^aj wO 
missed even his usual eloquence when he was supporting a bad cause. 
When he was speaking I was thinking that it was not Mr. J. L. 
Bannerjee, the orator who was speaking, but the ghost of Mr. , 
Bannerjee. It is no wonder that Mr. Bannerjee has 8poken« in this 
way. He attacked Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee for taking ^the naflgke 
of Surendranaih Banerjea. Mr. Moflkerjee was not here when he wai ^ 
speaking. I say that Mr. Titendralal Bannerjee was one of those who 
hounded Surendranath Banerjea out of iiolitics. (B.\iuj JitendrAlal 
Bannerjee: ‘^That is absolutely false*’.) He said that the Confess 
hounded Surendranatli Banerjea 1o death. 1 do not for a moment 
admit that the Congress hounded Sir Surendranatli Banerje^ to death.. 
But, admitting for argument’s sake that somebody was responsiljle for 
his death. Sir, I must say that no other man was more responsible than 
Mr. J. L. Bannerjee for hounding Surendranatli Banerjea out of 
politics. In the heyday of the agitation what happened f Even when 
the late Deshabandhu C. It. Das was asking the people of Bengal to 
enter the Council, he vehemently opposed him. He said he was^’a no- , 
changer and he went to Benares, Delhi and other places and spok^ 
against the Council entry proposal. What happened afterwards? 

Mauivi ABUL KASEM: Are all th^se relevant? 

Mr. P. BANERill: In this Hou^jV this measure has been supported 
by Mr. J. L. Bannerjee and Mauivi Abul Kasera by indulging in lot of 
irrelevancies that have nothing to do with this Bill. But that is not the 
point. The point is that various attempts have been made in this 
House to support the poor Minister. And why? Because he has done 
a tremendous thing by bringing forward this Bill. I must say that 
the name of Sir Surendranatli Banerjea has been rather taken in vain 
by the Minister and his supporters. The charges that have been 
levelled against the Corporation have not been proved by anybody : 
nothing has been proved at all. Mr. Syamaprosad Mookerjee has proved 
beyond doubt that the charges levelled against the Corporation are 
baseless, and even those wdio have opposed us and supported the Minister 
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have* admitted that he has made a wonderful speech. So it does not lie 
in the mouth of Ar. L. Banner jee to say that the name of Surendra- 
•nath Banerjea was talcen in vain by Mr. Mookerjee. 

• 

I must now say a few words about the congratulation offered by 
Mr. rtompson to the Minister. We on this side of the House think 
that we have nothing upon which to congratulate the Hon ’hie Minister 
on this account. We consider that one of the blackest Bills that we 
have known will in a tew minutes’ time he placed on the statute lM)ok, 
not throng Sir William Prentice, hut through a supposed popular 
Minister. It may not blacken the fa(‘e of the Minister, sitting com- 
for^T^ly in a good company, but I say it will blac ken the face of every 
ionWt Bengali, because the greatest self-govcuning institution has been 
deprive^ of its freedom by this Bill. I, therefore, feel instead of 
congratulation there should be (‘ondemnation for the Miiuster for 
passing this Bill, ^n the course of discussion in this House as well as 
outside^t, it has been proved beyond doubt that this is a measure which 

takeif away the freedom of the Corporation, and all attempts of the 
^ Minister and his supporters to preive to the contrary have been fruitless. 
I, therefore, oppose the Bill. 

Babu AMULYADHAN RAY: 8ir, I had no mind to take part in 
the debate. It is not Mr. V. Banerji but Mr. Syamuprosud Mookerjee 
• who is solely responsible for my taking part in the debate. Mr. 
Mookerjee has said that the Minister will be. remembered, but remem- 
bered’not like the great Minister Surendranath Banerjea, but with shame. 
That may be the mentality of those who have brought shame and 
disgrace to kiie country. I do not say that Mr. Mookerjee is cue of 
them, but can assure him that 80 per cent, of the people of Bengal will 
• remember the Minister with gratitude. Eighty per cent, of the people 
’Will thank the Minister for an enactment which will purge llie Corpo- 
ration of the abuses that have crept into its administration. Mr. P. 
Banerji has said that this Bill wdll hlac^keii the face of the Minister. I 
^ j|gKr|i^will not blacken the Minister’s face, hut it will w'ash away the 
d^est spots in the administration of the Corporation. 

• 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: Sir, now that the last stage of 
the discussion on this Bill has been reached, I have only this to say 
that in my considered opinion, after having heard all that had to be 
urged on behalf of the Government with regard to the genesis of thc‘ 
Bill and to the circumstances which compelled the I^ocal Self-Govern- 
ment Department including the Minister by an overwhelming sense of 
duty to bring forward this measure before this Council, that this is a 
mischievous and a misbegotten Bill. I am deliberately of opinion th^t 
this legislation which has been pas-sed is based on misinformation, 
misrepresentation and mistakes. Well, so far as the second part of 
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the Bill is concerned, I had occasion to say the other d§y and it is openly 
admitted that il^ is based on Dr. Dey’s electric scheme. Sir, I had 
Ijiven to the House the other day some account of that scheme and some" 
of the misrepresentations placed before us by Mr. Townend. I am 
sorry that Mr. Townend has so little regard for the intellect^ of his 
opponents that in reply to my submission before the House, he tiotted 
out the old bogey about 15 lakhs having been kept out of the estimates; 
the 15 lakhs required for changing the gas posts to electric posts. I 
had some occasion to look into the figures and found from the Year 
Book of the Corporation, and I take it that the figures there are correct, 
that there are over 18,000 gas lamps in Calcutta and the cost U) the 
Corporation is al>out Rs. 0,00,000 and there are about 8,000 e^lliptric 
lamps the cost of which is about Rs. 1,80,000 and T find from the 
scheme as set out in these papers that the existing street lighting* 
comes to 1,897,000 units and the projected street lighting to about 
9,79,000. 1 may remind the House that some have already been pro- 

vided and there are also the (^ilcutta Improvement Trust a^yas to be 
completed. A part of this has come into existence sin(*e 1980. My 
submission is that for the ])urpose of je])lacing 1(8,000 gas lamps you 
will not re(iuire 18,000 electric lamps nor does the scWme 
say that 18,000 gas lamps will be replaced. The scheme sayt^^at 
only 2,l?00 electric stands are to be set ii]> and Mr. Townend 
wants this House to believe that the cost of setting up 2,200 electric 
stands would come up to Rs. 15 lakhs. That is an example of the 
colossal mistakes on which this Bill is based. Therefore, I say that 
the Bill is based absolutely on mirepresentations and mistakes. How- 
ever that may be, the House has in its wisdom accepted the Bill and 
passed the various clauses. I shall only say lhat 1 shall wait and see 
how far this Bill works for the g(M)d of the ])eople of Calcutta. T do 
not hold any brief for the (5)rporation of (Calcutta, and I am not 
familiar with the inner working of the (Corporation: in fact, I have 
nevei' been to the (’orporution offices except once or twice, hut I can 
say this that the statement of Mr. Jiteedralal Bannerjee took away piyut 
breath simply when he said that tlm autonomy of the CorporatiJ||yj®i 
not been interfered with. It reminded me of the Bengali saytng 

It means that Government 

have kept the key of the treasury and have left the rest with the 
Corporation. Mr. J. L. Bannerjee is veiy pn)ud of the achievement 
of the ITon’ble Minister, and not only Mr. J. L. Baunei-jee but the 
Minister hinnself us he said ill one of his speeches that the affairs of 
the Corporation are carried on on the principle of self-interest. In his 
speech in asking the House to pass the Bill, he almost compared himself 
with Sir Surendranath Banerjea. I am not talking of self-interest but 
of self-sufficiency. For a man of his acliievement and of his age to 
c'ompare himself with Sir Surendranath Banerjea is simply stupendous. 
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TIM HM'bto Si/ ^IJOY PRASAD SINGH ROY: 1 uevei s»i<\ so. 
If I have given that impression, I aimlogise to the H(fuse. 

. 

Mr. NARENDRA KUMAR BA8U: 1 am afraid, Sir. when posterity 
comes td deal with these two Ministers with regard to their activities in 
connection with the Calcutta Corporation, it will say that while one 
popular Minister tried to clothe the dry hones of the Calcutta Corinna- 
tion ^ith flesh and Jlilood, the other popular Minister tried to steal away 
those clothe* when nobody was looking. 


Milllvi ABUL KA8EM: Sir, I otter my congratulations to the 
Hon’bie Minister for the admirable way in which he has (‘arried out liis 
duties under very trying circumstances. It was not necessary for me 
to do so, because the wlude House and jieople outside not within the 
range of my voii'e will aj)pre<‘iate his work, but 1 have got one thing 
to say in* reply to Mr. P. Ranerji. He said that the Hon ble Minislei' 
hdS crippled autonomy in the biggest, the most prosperous and the 
most important self-governing body in the c(»untry. 1 say that in my 
opiojion the Hon’bie Minister has done the greatest possibb* service to 
liOCvdl Self-Covernment b> getting thi^' Rill through. As has been 
jiointed out by my friend (»n my right, it does not intiulcre with the 
aijtonoiuy of the Corjioration. He has elocjuently said tliai it was a 
ti'arning given by the Hon’bfe Minister to the Corporation to mend 
themsilves. The Hon’bie Minister in this resjiect has followed the 
principle of (‘rimiiml law in this country where they deal with the hist 
offender without any punishmmit. So this is only a warning, and 1 
hope the CoiTll)ration will beneht by it. Othei-vise 1 am sure if the 
Hon’lje Minister had taken the trouble and wanted to hinder the 
•Corporation, whether any section of the Corporation or the (Corporation 
as a whole, he could have taken other measures. If a commission ol 
inquirv were set uj) to examine, the (Jorporation would liave been found 
in its present administration t<^ be defective in many matters. Rut 
tfap j|||,Oti’ble Minister instead of tailing that step has only given them 
a warning and nothing more. He has been abused in this House as 
w'ell as outside and in the public luess, b(*th vernacular and English, 
for having done a grave wrong. 1 am sure that those people who abused 
him and spoke of the great w’long that was being done to the CoriKira- 
tion knew perfectly well that nothing of that kind was being done. 
They criticised the Hon’bie Minister simply for the purpose of raising 
an agitation against him. My friend wdio said that he had never be^n 
inside the Corporation except once or twice and did not hold any brief 
for th^,pi was confident that the Corporation had never been guilty 
of anything for which a warning was necessary. But there are people 
outside this House who after reading the articles in the press and the 
speeches delivered here* as well as in the Corporation are of opinion that 

33 
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the Hoii’ble Minister has made a mistake in ^ri^ging forward this 
small measure. ^ There is an old English adage one is to be hanged 
for a sheep, why not for a cow',*’ but in this cas^ it is not a sheep but *a 
fly. I have only ib add that in vain and for no earthly purpose the 
name of Sir Surendranath Banerjea has been dragged into tha debate. 

It reminds me of a Bengali saying “ ^ ” i 

Dr. NARE8H CHANDRA SEN GUPTA: No one Mould have been 
j)rouder of the Minister than myself if I could have thohght that he 
has acquitted himself in the passage of this Bill M'itli credit, for I have 
had the honour of giving him the first lessons in JiaM'. But the way in 
M'hich he has slaughtered the legal principles and the elements of 
justice in the course of this debate has filled me with just t^e reverse 
of pride. It muU serve no useful purpose M'hat.soever at this hour of 
the day to go over the discussions once again, hut^ I must say this that 
those of us M’ho have not left their legal training behind when entering 
this House must leave this House M'ith a feeling of having^Wssistecb in 
the i)romulgation of a piece of htw which is not only against all 
j)rinciples of justice but many of whose clauses are so badly dratted 
and so inelegant and so imj)ossihIe of execution that one does not knoM' 
what will ha])pen unless this legislation is allo\ved coolly to lie in the 
archives of the (jovernment. I only express the hope that after the 
heat and lurinoil of the debate is ovei and after the Ilon’ble Minister 
has time to cool his head in the atmosphere of Darjeeling, he r\’ill go 
over the j)rovisions of the Bill once again, and l(K)k up the debates in 
this (h)uncil and the reasons put foiward against it and consider 
M'hether after all there were not a great deal of reason and justice, and 
if he finds so, and if he really has the coinage for which Mr. Jitendra- 
lal Bannerjee gives him credit, T hope he Mill not hesitate to rake* 
courage in both hands and come before this (Council M'ith a proposal to 
amend the Bill on the lines of some of the suggestions which have been 
made. With these Mords 1 oppcwe the motion. 

Maulvi 8YED MAillD BAK8H: I had nothing to do Muth this Bill 
except on one or two occasions in connection M’ith certain amendments. 

I thought I M’ould not disturb the House but for a remark from a 
speaker M’hich I think is not justified. I listened to the speech of 
Mr. Jitendralal Bannerjee. Mr. Bannerjee on his wming with ambro- 
sial weeds fresh from the chalk cliffs of Dover has regaled the House 
M^fh his torrential eloquence. He is to me at least an enigma 
because a protean and chameloen-like he changes colour. His support 
of the Bill leads us back to the provisions of the Bill. I have got 
nothing to do M’ith the Calcutta Corporation. In fact, there is not 
much love lost between the Corporation and myself. But I look at it 
from the point of view more of law than as anything else. When I 
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look at the sections (Inaudible interruption from Mr. P. N. Guha) 

Of course, I wouft not persuade myself to convince Mr. P. N. Ouha 
jvho is hissing out like anything. Well, Sir, hissing is done by 
animals, which is well known. Of course, I do nok know whether he is 
pleased^to be considered in that category 

Mr. P. N. GUHA; Put him in a <‘uge. 

Mauivi 8YED MAJID BAK8H: Yes. ] am prepared to cage him. 
As I was saying, Sir, when I look at the clauses of the Pill, my attention 
is directed first of all to clause 4, to which I have already lecorded my 
opposition by supporting one of the amendments. It is such a long 
section Oiat one's interest is lost as soon us one gets to the end of it. 
Sir, it is not a section of law. It is rather an es.say ; 1 say. Sir, it is 
a longwinded rigimlftole and mischievous imitation of the Knglish 
statutes, tund represents a mass of undigested legal learning. 

•The pi3nciple that underlies the Pill is astounding: Sir, legal 
discrimination is something which^mght not to he attempled in framing 
any section of law. (Interruptions from Mr. K. (\ Hay ( -howdliury .) 
With all apologies to Mr. K. (\ Hay (’howdhuiy, who is also from 
the white chalk cliffs of Dover, 1 may say that this imitation of the 
Knglish statutes might as well be divided into more jiortions tlian one. 
•ifere a m«st pernicious principle is adopted, rn., that of discrimina- 
tion— «liscriminat ion between peisons who seek employment irr(‘sp(*ctive 
of tlfeir capacity to serve or to give satisfaction to theii 
emjdoyer. As T have already submitted, in this country, which 
is long sufferifig fiom subjugation, the capaidty to sutler might be mie 
of th^ tests of integrity. 1 sliould refer to the jieople who have almost 
• reached the acme of perfection in administration — 1 mean the Knglish 
people. If you go into their history you will find to wliut length of 
suffering this nation has gone to fit itself to rule almost a world-emiiire. 
You will find that during the Stuart period these people undeiwent a 
lot of suffering for their country’s cause. You will find that Algernon 

Sidney who when mounting the scaffold (A voick '‘Who was her'”) 

Read English history and you will learn \^ho he was. Who, when he 
was mounting the scaffold said that he was fighting for the old cause 
for which his predecessors had fought. 

Mr. K. C. RAY GHOWDHURY: rromwell! 

* 

Muivi 8YED MAJID BAKSH: Well, do not give vent to your 
knowledge of English history. You will find that this principle of 
suffering is one which animated even the earliest of kings. Even so 
pious a monarch Marcus Aurelius threw a saint before n hungry lion 
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and tkis persecution went on till at last one of the Roman emperors 
himself became o Christian. Therefore this spirii of^persecntion is bad 
in a piece of legislation. If by their despotic powers, powers of persec 
cution, they failed, that is enough reason lor the Legislature not to 
embody in legislation the spirit of persecution. The suffering^ which 
these people have undergone have earned for them a reputation for 
integrity, and I challenge Government and others to find out a single 
instance in which these perwms have proved dishonest or in which. they 
have been shown up as being unworthy of trust. ‘ 

As to the othei' sections of the Bill I will not refer to them, because 
tliey are audit sections and being an ordinary man, I am not much in 
the know of the (kirporation and do not know wdiat are their diflicxilties. 
Bui this Bill has made legislative changes Avhich give large powers to 
the Executive. I object to them because, as I have already told the 
House, they instil into the section a spirit ot' disti;usi and hatred for a 
section of the people but wdiich by reaidion may in its turn give rise to 
feelings of hatred against the persons who have passed such legislation. 
Sir, I hoj)e those ])ersons who are b^ehaving as if they aie in theatje 
will <*ease tlieir mutterings now that T resume my seat. 

Mft 8t Ml B08E: Sir, now that the dust and din of fight is over, 

I think I may say that both ])arties have done the best that could 
])ossil)ly be done. Nothing that could possibly l\ave been 
urged by any stretch of reason has been left unsaid. ^ Sir, 

I do not desire to speak in detail about the Bill, but I may say 
this that I do believe in my heart of hearts that the Bill will be a 
useful one, and further that, it will he found to he so n^^t only by the 
rate-])nyers but l>y the parties immediatelv aft'ected, the Calcutta 
(ku-poratiou. Sii, the (hilcutta Municipal Act of 192d was silent (m tw(» , 
points and peiha]>s there was some excuse for the mistakes committed 
by the Cor|K)rati()ii. Now that these difficulties have been remedied, I 
have not the slightest doubt that everything \\ill be all right. I hope 
that the Bill will be so elective that there will be no occasion whatever 
to enforce it and that if will f»e a dead letter in that sense. Sir, I do 
not agree at all that this Bill has been a drastic one or that it will in 
any substantial way curb th^ rights of the Corporation. I deny that it 
will stop any healthy beneficent activities, and I say that there is 
nothing in it which may frighten an honest man. 

Before I sit down, may I congratulate the Hon’hle Minister in 
( barge of the Bill for the skill and courage he has shown in getting the 
Bill passed y We all know the hard language that has been hurled 
against him, the abuse and misrepresentations that he has suffered. 
But now that it is all over, I have no desire to rake up the past, but 
1 may be permitted to. express the sense of the whole House in convey- 
ing our sense of admiration of bis devotion to, dnty in the midst of 
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Miek unfavourable (‘irruinstances. We all know, Sir, that it in very 
hard to court unpopularity, but he lias not shrunk frain tloinjf what he 
• thought to be his duty. During the whole course of this affair there 
were appeals to him from some people in this city* to drop the Bill, hut 
he de^berately courted unpopularity with them in not listening to 
them; in spite of the full knowledge that he wimld be coming in for 
.abuse and strong language both outside and inside tlie House, he has 
doi» what he thought to be his duty. 

Sir, before T conclude may I be permitted on behalf of the House 
to expre.ss our sense of <ddigation to you? You, Sir, have had the 
hardest task of us all. When we were tired with the endless talk and 
talk, w'e could walk out but you could not. You had to sit tight ami. 
Sir, we were amazed at your calmness. At times. Sir, I must frankly 
‘ confess^that we felt that you were t(H> lenient, but now w«* find that ymi 
were right. AY)U allowed every jierson to have his say, and although 
we did not (piite ajipreciatc it at times, I now on behalf of the House 
(Hmvey o^jr thinks to you. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: There is no doubt that 1 was huiient wlum 1 
allow'ed you to speak. 

The question that the (hilcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill. lOdd, 
Ijs settled in Council be jiassed, being put, a division was taken with 
the following result : — 

AYES. 


ArwiIrMg, Mr. W^. 

Ailiwtrtli, Mr. 0. «. 

■•Mrli, Hal takMvr KmImI 0kaii4ra. 

•mmIIm. laka JitMlraUI. 

■•riiia, Rai tabik PaaehaaaR. 

•irkaiyra, Mr. H. 

•Mt. Mr. S. M. 
titUnUy. Mr. J. M. 

Sara, Mr. N. N. 

Othaa. Mr. D. 4 . 

Dafa, Mr. R. R. 

Oaa, Ral Sabaiar Kaaiini Kaaiar. 

Uflay. Mr. R. fl. A. 

PartRai, tka Haa’kla Raarak K. R. M., Kkaa 
Rakatfar. 

Paaraai, Mr. L. R. 

RbaaaatH, tka Haa'Ma AlhaiJ Raarak Rakatfar 
Sir AbMkarla^ al iMMaar. 

Rttabritl. Mr.R. R. 

RtaMtag, Mr. D. 

Raatka, Ral RalitRar RairMaa. 

Raka, taka Prafalta KaaNv. 

•aka, Mr. P. R. 

Navaa, Kkaa Rakakat Maala 1 Ailaaf. 

Man, *'• A* r. 

Naapar, Mr. R. R. 

HaaMa. Raarak Maakarraf, Kkaa Rakaiar. 
Nawala, Maakr i Ulalat 


Kkaa, Khan Rahalar Maaivi Maaitam All. 
Kkaa, Mr. Ruaar Rahman. 

Maiaira, Mr. L. T. 

Millar, Mr. 0. 0. 

Mittar. tha Nan’kia Sir Praviih Ohundar. 
Mittar, Mr. 8. 0. 

MIttra, Raka karat Ohankra. 

Mamin, Khan tahadar Mnhammad Afcdai. 
Maliiek, Mr. Mukanla Bakary. 

Has, Raaaraad B. A. 

Randy. Maharaja trii Chandra, at Kaaimkaxar. 
Raiimaddin, tha Han’kia Mr. Kkwaja. 

Ralitn, Mr. W. H. 

PblIpBt, Mr. H. C. V. 

Praniiaa, tka Haa'bla lir William. 

Rabman, Mr. A. F. M. Abdar-. 

Rakmta, Maalai Aiiaor. 

Ray, Baba Amalyadhaa. 

Ray, Raka Kbattar Mabaa. 

Ray, Baba Ragaadra Rarayaa. 

Ray Cbawdbary, Mr. K. 6. 

Raat. Mr. 4 . B. 

Ray, tka Haa'Ma lir RIJay FraMd liagk. 

R^, Baba Horibaasa. 

Ray, Mr. laHaawar Itagk. 

Ray, Mr. 1. M. 

Ray Maadbari, Raka Nam Chaadra. 

IMMia, Raka Balya Kfakar. 


•aa, Mr. R. R. 
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•m, Ral illMtfMr airli ekuirt. 
Maihri MabawnM. 

ttavM, Mr. 4. W. R. ^ 
iaaiaar, Mr. 0. R. 

. TbaMbtaa, Mr. W. N. 
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Tawatai, Mr. H. P. Y. 

■ •Walfcar, Mr, W. A^M. p 
Wilkiaiaa, Mr. N. R. 

Waadbaai. tba H 0 a'bla Mr. 4. A. 


NOES. 


All, Mauivi Haiiaa. 

Bakib, Mavivl lyai MaJM. 
Banarji, Mr. p. 

•aiv, Mr. Raraaira Kaaiar. 
Cbaaiharl, Baba Klibarl Maban. 
Obaaibari, Maalvl Rural Abiar. 
Faidullab, Maalvl Mabamaiak. 
QbaM, Dr. Aaiulya Ratan. 


MaHI, Mr. R. 

PaMar, latb Naaaaiaa Praiai. 
Ral Mabaaal, Maaiatfra Dab. 

Ray, Mr. Ibaatl abakbartawar. 
Ray, Baba aitaatfra Ratb. * 
San, Ral BahaSur Jagaab ChaaSra. 
tan Bapta, Dr. Raraab ObaaSra. 
Singh, SrIJnt Taj BabaSur. 


'rhe Avert beiiiji: sin<l Noes KJ, the motion wurt (“nniod. 


Mr. PRESIDENT: The i iine has come when we*‘murti hid ‘jood-hye. 
I hope that we rthall all drive out from <iur mindrt all hitter meiuoriert. 
I can artrture Mr, S. M. Hose that I am goinj; to drive out *fiom my 
mind hirt empty words of praise. W.‘ are more iiccustomed to ahuse, 
direct or implied. 

Prorogation. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I have it in command from TTis Kxcellency the 
(loveruor to declare that the lienfxal Lej^islative Cotimdl stands 
jnoroffued. 


B. G. Prcs9~l933-34-6947A-550. 
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.Muslim Female Training School : (Q.) 481, 
Objectionable posters exhibitetl in public 
places m — and mufassal towns : (Q.) 239. 
Sehool of Hygiene m : (Q.) 245-246. 
Tcaehmg stafl of the— Islamia College : 
(Q.) 182-186 

Caning 

Of boys in Government schools : (Q.) 242- 
243. 

Gattio and cattlo foddtr : (Q.) 403-404. 

Cattlo improvomont : (Q.) 3S. 

Oontral Muntift’ Courts : (Q.) 338-330. 
Oontral Muntift’ Court at Comilla : (Q.) 291. 
CMtnl MittMiti’ Court at Dacca : (Q.) 3»-4U. 
Contral Sugar OommlttM : (Q.) 404-405. 
dUrtlflcato salt 

Of khas mahal jotes in Chittagong : 
(Q.) 373-474. 


C0tt{H) ^ ^ 

From the khas mahal and court of wards 
estates of Bengal : (Q.) 122-123. 
Remission of — in Chittagong : (Q.) 341. 

Chakravarty 

Convict Ambika Charan : (Q.) 101. 

Chanditala polieo-itation 

Insanitary condition^of : (Q.) 405-406. 

Chattarjio * 

Detenuo Sital Prosad : (Q.) 111-112. 

Chattarjoo, Mr. B.C. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 

1933: 127, 137-139, 140-141, 142, 149, 
203, 209, 210, 211, 231, 248-^49, 412, 
441, 451,453.45^ 

Chaudhuri, Babu Kiihori Mohan 

Bengal Places of Public Amui Miient Bil|, 

1933 : 84, 86-87. 

r 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933: 216, 225-227, 277, 309-312, 325- 
320. 331, 398, 421, 422, 424-425. 450, 
482. 

Cattle improvement : (Q.) 38. 

Live-stock officers : (Q.) 32-33, 

Childrin • 

Fducation of the — of labourers : (^.) 23- 
24. 

Chittagong 

Certificate sale of khas mahal jotes in : 

(y.) 473.474, • 

Hate of lutorost for jotes in : (C^.) 19-20. 
Registration ofliee at Kutubdia in: (Q.) 119. 
Remission of rents and cesses m ; (Q.) 341. 
TaKikdars and jotedars in : (Q.) 13-15. 
Cliolara 

Thermal treatment of : (Q.) 177. 

Chowdhury, Haji Badi Ahmod 

Certificate sale of khas mahal jotes in 
Chittagong : (Q.) 473. 

Rate of interest for jotes in Chittagong ; 
(Q.) 19-20. 

Registration Office at Kutubdia in Chitta- 
gong : (Q.) 119. 

Remission of rents and cesses in Chitta* 
gong : (Q.) 341. 

Talukdars and jotedars in Chittagong: 
(Q.) 13, 14. 15. 
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Calcutta Muslim Asnftlo Training School : 

(Q.) 481. ^ 

Female primarj' education : (Q.) 480, 
Hindu Female Training School, Calcutta : 

(QM81. 

Primary schools and inuktabs for Ixiys : 
(Q.) 246. 

CliSvtfhury, Mtulvi Nural Abiar 

Bengal Seijetariat Death Benefit Society : 
(Q.)410. 

Cintma Houim 

In Calcutta : (Q.) 239-240. 

Ginamai^: (Q.) 116-liH. 

Civil Court Committiontrt : (Q) 340-341. 

a 

CItrieal staff in tht Banfal SKratariat : 

(Q.)40L45. 

*Collactiva finat : (Q.) 89-90. 

Collaetoratai 

Landlonl fee establishment of the • (Q ) 
341-344, 

Comilla 

^ Central Munsif’s Court at . (Q.) 291 

Committionart 

Cn^i Court ;^Q.) 340-341. 

Committaa 

Central Suga^ (Q.) 404-40.'i. 

Companias 

Jofnt-stock— Registrar of ; (Q.) 3r>5.359. 

Gonductiing political catas 

Fees paid to lawyers for . (Q.) 115-116. 

Conatablas in Bangal ^ 

Recruitment of Ahirs of Bihar ami Unitml 
Provinces as . (Q.) 37-38. 

Conatructioq 

Of the IJacca-Ancha Railway : (Q ) lOO. 

Convict 

Ambilca Charan Chakra varty : (Q.) loi. 

Co-oporativa Audit Fata : (Q.) 34 36. 
Co^rativa SociatiM 

Auditors of : (Q.) 114-116. 

CopiM of documonts 

From Bakarganj Registration Offices : 
476. 


Corporation of Calcutta : (Q.) 408. 

Court of wardaHttataa 

Cess from the : (Q.) 122-123. 

Courts 

Central Munsif's : (Q.) 33S-33U. 

Dacca-Aricha Railway 

Construction of the : (Q.) 100. 

Project : (Q.) 99-100. 

Dacca 

Central Munsif’s Court nvt : (Q.) 39-40. 
Mitfoni Hospital : (Q.) 94-95. 

Dain, Mr. Q. R. 

Caning of boys in (io\ernment SilustlM : 
{S. Q.) 243. 

Dankuni Khal : (Q) 112-113. 

DarjMlinf and Private Sacratary'i Praiaaf : 

(Q.) 17H. 

Dai, Rai Bahadur Satyandra Kumar 

Cattle ami lattli* fodder ; (Q) 403-404. 

( entral Sugar Comnultc'o : (Q ) 404-405. 
i Co-op(*riil i\ o audit h^'s (Q.) 34-36. 

I Daeca-Ariclm Railway project ; (S. Q.) 99. 
.Mitfonl Hospital, Dacca ; (Q.) 94. 

Personnel of the Provincial Komi Boarii : 
(Q ) 171-173. 

Death Benefit Society 

Bengal Secretariat . (Q.) 41th 

Dapratsad claii(at) 

Kducation of the : (Q.) 91. 

Recruitment of — to offh'os of District 
<inicer8 ami wanls cstatoH ; (Q.) 233-235. 

Detention Camp, Suri 

l)iBturbum<' at tlm : (Q.) 102-It)4. 

Datanue 

Sital Pnisml Chatterjee : (Q.) 111-112. 

Diitrict Board of Mymantinfh 

Quinine supply to the : (Q.) 169-170, 

District Health OfRcari : (Q.) 38-39. 
Diaturbanca 

At the Detontion Cainji, Sun : (Q.) 102-104| 
In Suri Jail ; (Q.) 292-293. 
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INvitiOII : 213^214, 254.255, 280.281, 284-265, 
304-305, 328, 335-336, 303-364, 370, 373, 
388-380, 393-304, 421, 44®-443, 455, 466- 
467, 471, 406-497, 517-518. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 

1933, 

’ Proviso after proposed section 123G(/), 
in clause 1 1 : lost, 1 1 to 60 : 466-467. 

Proviso for the projxised new section 
54BB, in clause 4 : carried, 57 to 19 : 
363-364. That clause 11 be omitted : 
lost, 12 to 63 : 388-389. 

That clause 4 be omitted : lost, 20 to 
84 : 254-255. 

That clause 9 he omitted : lost, 13 to 
69 : 373. 

That clause 7 bo omitted : lost, 18 to 
76 : 370. 

That clause 6 be omitted : lost, 18 to 
64 ; 496-497. 

That in cluase 4, in proposed section 
54A (/), in lines 3 and 4, after the 
words “has Ikhmi ” tlic uoriis “ after 
the commencement of this Act ”, 
l)e inserted: lost, 15 to 77: 280-281. 

That in clause 4. in proposed section 
54A (/), in line 4, for the wortls “State 
or ”, the words “ State involving 
violence and” l>e substituted; lost 

14 to 59 : 284-285. 

That in clause 4. in projiosed section 
54A(/), in lines 4 to 0, the words 
" or has liei'n sentenced to imprison- 
rnenl for a term of three months or 
more ” 1 k> omitted : lost, 21 to 67 : 
304-305. 

That in clauM' 4. in jiroposed section 
54B(5), m line 4, for the word “ t\\o ” 
the word “six” In' substituted: 
lost, 16 to 67 : 328. 

That in clause 4, iii proixiseil section 
54H(J), ill line 5, for the word “con- 
viction,” the words “release from 
imprisonment ” be substituted: lost, 

15 60 : 335-336. 

That in clause 11, in projx>i«'d section 
123(7), in line 1, for the word “forth- 
with ”, the wortls “ with due dili- 
gence ” be substituted: lost, 16 to 
58 : 393-394. 


DivUien ' 

That in clause 11* in proposed section 
123B(2), i^ line 9, after the word ^ 
“deemed” thp words “unless he 
can show that he acted with due care 
and attention” be inserteil : lost, 
10 to 52 : 471. 

That in clause 11, in propo^d section’ 
123B(7), in line 1, for the werds * 
“The auditor i” the words “the 
Local Government, arcing on the 
ro|)ort of an auditor in this behalf ” 
Ix' substituted : lost, 24 to 57 : 421. 

That m clause 11, m proposed sec^-ion 
123D(7), in lines 1 and 2, the words 
“ not withstanding any application or 
apjioal that may be made under 
se<*tion 123C ’ be omitted and inline 
12, after the word “auditors”, the 
wonls “ or after disposal ci£ the appli^ 
cation or apjx*al referred to in section 
123C ” Ix' insertoil : lost, 22 to 64: 
442-443. 

That in clause 1 1, proposed section 123E 
be omitted : lost, 19 to 57 : 455, 

That the Calcutta Mimicipal (Amend- 
ii-.ciit) Bill, 1933, us settle^ in CounciF, . 
be jiassed : earned, 65 to 16 : 617-618. 

That the Calcutta Municipal (.Aan^hd- 
nuMit) Bill. 1933, Ix' recoinmittod to 
the Select Committw : lost 19 to 89 : 
213-214. '• 

Dutt, Ral Bahadur Dr. Haridhan 

Bengal Nurses Bill, 1033 : 63-64. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 

1933- 189-191, 257. 270, 274, 278, 279, 

371-372, 376, 424, 431. 

Edible fish oil: (Q.) 181-182. 

Presidency General Hospital: (S. Q.)347. 

School of Hygiene in Calcutta : (S. Q.) 

246. 

Talkie Houses, Cinemas and Theatres ; 

(Q.) 116-118. 

Eatt Indian Railway 

Begumpur station on : (Q.) 409. 

Edtn Canal 

Water rate : (Q.) 18-19. 

Edihia flth oil : (Q.) 181-182. 
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liiicatioii « • 

Female priman* ; (Q.) 480. 

Bural primary; (Q.) 47*-476. 

Of the children of Inbouron' : (Q.) 23-24. 
Of tl# depressed flafiscs: (Q ) 01. 

Eiueational Stnrictt 

^ jj^cruitment of Muhammadans to : (Q.) 
349-361. * 

ClKtltM * 

Under the new Bengal Mumcioal Act ; 
(Q.) 175-176. 

Eximption of ostatoi from lali 

Levy <sf fee on : (Q.) 30. 

Ftritfpur Municipality p(Q.) 174-17.7. 

Faroqul, iha Hon'bla Khan Bahadur Nawah 
• K. Q.MF 

Auditors of ro- 0 {>erativc SocieticH : 4Q-) 
114-115. 

Bengal iSecretafidfr Death BiMiefit Society : 
{Q.)4in. 

Cattle and cattle fodder ; (Q ) 403-404. 
Central Sugar Commit t<‘e ; (Q.) 40.7 
Co-opc<rative audit fe<*H (C^.) 35-3(5. 
Jlig^nnath Intermediate College building 
and hostels : (CJ.) 203 
Jute forcioast ; ((J.) 476-47H. 

Land Mortgage Banks : (Q.) 474. 

Li^ stock officers : (Q.) 32-33. 

Middle class unemployment ; (Q.) 407. 
Transfer of agricultural land to non-agri- 
culturists : (Q.) 407. 

Faai paid to lawytrt ^ 

For conducting jKilittcfll cases • ((^.) llj- 

116. 

Ffinila Primary Education : (Q.) 480. 

FoomiIo training school 

Calcutta Hindu : (Q.) 481. 

Fomalo Training School 

Calcutta Muslim : (Q.) 481. 

Forry aooMonta In Bongal : (Q.) 244. 

FoMor, eattio and enttlo : (Q.) 403-404. 

BhOiOi Dr. Amnlya Ratan 
Bengal Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933 : 51 - 54 . 

Bengal Nurses Bill, 1933'.: 60-61. 


I Ohoit, Dr. Amnlya Ratan 

# 

Bengal Places of Public Amusement Bill, 
1933: 75. 

Cak'utta Municijial (Ameiulment) BiB; 
1033: 101-106, 260-260, 275-276. 318 , 
40,7-406. 

Caning of Ixiys in Government schools ; 
(S.Q.) 243. 

Dankuri khal : (Q.) 112-113. 

Dtdenue Sital Prosad Chatterjw : (Q.) 
111-112. 

HijliJail: (Q.) 00-01. 

Howrah ghat : (Q.) 200-201. 

Live-stock officers : (S, (^.) 33. 

Recruitment of Ahirs of Bihar and United 
Provinces as const nhles in Bengal ; 
(Q.)37.,3H. 

Stay* prisoner .lyotish Chiindra (ihosli ; 

(Q.) 202. 

Qhoih, Jyotith Chandra 

State pristiiu'r {(.^.) 202. 

Qhuxnavi. the Hon’bla AihadJ Mawab Baba* 
dur Sir Abdel Karim, of Dilduar 

Bengal Kmbankiiioiit (.Xmemlment) Hill, 
1033 : K7. 

Dankuri khal ; ((J ) 1 13. 

ICden Cumil water rate . (Q.) iK-IO. 
Shooting 111 the Sundarbans • (t^.) 41. 

Qlrli’ High School in Noakhali : (Q.) I08. 
Qouripur-Mymtniingh itation 

Platforms at the : (Q.) 170-180. 

Qovornmtnt Billi : 47. 124-166, 1H6-231, 

248-288, 294-337, 3(50.402, 412-472, 482- 
518. 

(ftvarnmant High School 

Ballygunge : (Q.) 104-107. 

Bovommant of Bongal 

Scale of pay of services under tlie : (Qj 

102 . 

Bovammont ifftciali 

Strictures on — in High fVmrt judgment 
(Q) 240-241. 

Bovommoiit Priutliig, Bongal : (Q.) 33 - 34 . 
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amrnmtnt tchoolt 

Caning of boys in : (Q.) 2^-243. 

School Hygiene in : (Q.) 246-247. 

Qmrnmtnt ttrviMi 

For the flchodulod caHtes of Bengal : (Q.) 
101-102. 

Quha, Babu Prafulia Kumar 

Calcutta Medical College Hoftj)ital ; (Q.) 

. 36-37. 

Eden Canal water rate ; {Q.) 18-10. 

Mauzas in the Ararnbagh Hubdivihion under 
the inanageineni of Coverninent : (Q.) 
24-26. 

TenderH from Muheinrnadun contractorH 
for tlie conHtniction of l*ra>or Hall at 
iHlamm College : (()). 1»7. 

Quha, Mr. P. N. 

Calcutta Munwij'nl (.Xini'iuUnent ) Bill, 
1033 : 104. lO:.. 203. 204, 20."., 316-317. 
414-416, 4!lH..".00. .".L". 

P’aridpur Muim ijinlity : (S. Q.) 17."). 

Fees paid to lawyers for condutding 
political enses : (S.Q.) 11.6-116. 

Medical servii'cs : (S.Q.) 31 
Registrar, Joint Stock Conipani<‘s : (S. Q.) 
3.")S. 

Hakim, Mauivi Abdul 

Auditors of Co-operative Soeiet.e.s ; (Q.) 
114. 

Bengal lUtral Frimary Kdmntion Act : 

n.eon. 

Ctth'iitta Municipal (Aineiidruent) Bill, 
1033 : 3tt.")-307. 

Klios-mahal m the Tangail subdivision : 

(Q.) 23. • 

Platforms at the C*ouri[)ur-M,Mnen8ingh 
station : (Q.) 1716180 . 

Revenue of parguna .Ailafulghuri in the 
district of Bakarganj (Q.) 98. 

Hadttt, KhMi Bahadur Mauivi Ailiul 

Calcutta Medical College Hospital : (S.Q.) 
37. 

Calcutta Munioi|:)al (Amendment) Bill. 
1933 ; 162-166, 263. 269-270, 392-394, 
431-435, 449, 468-470, 484-485, 488. 
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Haqui, Khan Bahad^/ ffwM Aiianl 

Caaing of boys in Government high 
schools : (S. (^) 243. 

Eden Canal water rate : (S.Q.) 19. 

Landlord fee establishment of th# collec- 
torate : (S.Q.) 344. 

Rate of interest for jotes in Chittagong ; 

(S. Q.) 20. • 

School Hygiene in dovomm^nt schools : 
(S.Q.) 247. 

Shooting in the Sundarbans : (S.Q.) 41. 
Teaching staff of the Islainia Collie, 
Calcutta : (S.Q.) 18."). 

Haturia-Nakalia Union Board, Pabna : 

(Q.) 43-44 

Hieh Court Judsments 

Strictures on Covernnent eflic’als :n : 
*{Q.) 240-241 

HiJIi Jail . (Q.) 9!)-91. « 

Hindu Female Training School, Calcutta : 

(Q.)481. 

Hoisein, Mauivi Muhammad • 

Copies of documents from Bakurganj 
Registration offices .•^Q.f47r). * 

Leaving certificates from unrecognisec 
schools : (Q.) 93-94. 

Hosain, Nawab Muiharuf, Khan Bahadur 

Bengal Municipal (Amendment) Bill 
1933 : 57. 

Calcutta Municiiud (Amendment) Bill 

19.33 : 307-308. 

• 

Haipital 

Presiiiency General : (Q.) 345-347. 

Medical College group of ; (Q.) 347-348. 

Howrah Ghat : (Q.) 290-291. 

Howrah Sadar 

Process -sc iv'od of : (Q.) 118, 

Huq, Mr. A. K. Fatl-ul 

Fees paid to lawyers for conducting 
political cases : (Q.) 115-116. 

Teaching staff of the Islamia College 
Calcutta : (Q.) 182. 
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AiritttKural : (Q.) 479-180. 

• -• 

liMUiittry Miiiltioii 

Of ChanditaJa poliro-sti^ion : (Q.) 405-406. 

Itiimit C«lltgt 

Tea 4 £ing staff of the — Calcutta : (Q.) 
182-180. 

Cenders from Muhammadan contractors 
for the construction of Prayer Hall at : 

(Q.) »7.* 

ilifannath Intarmadiata Collate 

Building and hostels : (Q.) 203. 

Jnanananda Swam! 

Restrained from addressing puhhc 
meetings : (Q.) 410-412 

« 

^ Joifit-Stoik Companiet - 

Office of the Rf'gistrar : (Q.) 350 ^ 

Registrar ; (Q.) Gri.l-GoO. 

Jute torectit : (Q.) 476-478 
Kala-azar In Khulna : (Q.) 4(3. 

. •“Kandari” 

M|^tor-boat — plying hot ween Narad and 
^CowparaP: (Q^.) 3.74-355. 

Karim, Mauivi Abdul 

Bengal (Rural) Primary Kdueutnm Act : 
^(S. g.)96. 

Calcutta Municipal (.\mcndtncnt) Bill, 

1933 : 197. 

Leaving certificaU from unrccogni.st'd 
schools ; (S. Q.) 04. 

Statutory Provincial Board for S<d'on<larv 
Education ; (S. Q.) 114. • 

Teaching staff of the Islamia College, 
Calcutta: (S. Q. ) 183. 

Tenders from ISIuhammatlan contractors 
for the construction of Prayer Hall at 
Islamia College : (S. Q.) 97. 

Kaaam, Mauivi Abul 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933:151-154, 259, 510, 513-514. 

Klitui, Mauivi Tamiiuddin 

Bengal Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933 ; 64-55, 59, 


Khtn, Mauivi TamituddiA 

Bengal riaces of Public Amusement Bill, 
1933:81. 

Calcutta ^Iimici])al (Amendment) Bill, 
1933 :* 276. 283-284, 295-296, -323-324. 
389. 

Civil Court Commissioners : (Q.) 340. 
Eden Caiuil water rate : (S. Q.) 18, 19. 

Lain! Mortgagt' Banks : (Q.) 474. 

Local holulays for Moslem festivals: (Q.) 
238-230. 

Operation of the Bengtd SuitpivsKion of 
Immoral Traffic .\i t. 1933: (S. Q.) 119- 
120 . 

Rural primary education : (Q.) 475-476. 
School Hygiene in tio\ crnnu'nt scluHils : 
(Q.) 246-247. • 

School of Hygiene in Calcutta ; (Q.) 245. 
Tmnsfer 4>f agrii'ultural lands to non- 
ugncnltnristh : (Q.) 106. 

Khat mahal 

In the Tangad snhdu isititi : (0.) 23. 

Khat mahal Jotti 

Certdi<'atc sale ol in ( 'hit tagong : (0*) 

473-474 

Khat mahal eitatti 

Cess from tlx' : (Q.) 122-123. 

Khulna 

Kula-a/ai in • (Q ) 46. 

Kutubdia 

Registration olTice at m Clnttagung; (0.) 
119. 

Labourtri 

Education of the children of . (Od 23-24. 

Landlord foe 

EKtuhh.'.lnoent of the Collf'ctfirates : (Q.) 

• 341 344. 

Land mortgagf bankt : (Q ) 47 1. 

Loaving cortifleatot 

From unrerognlHcd schools : (Q.) 93-94. 

Lfgiilativt Butinou : 47-88, 124-160, 186- 
231, 248-288, 294-337, 36ffi402. 412-472 
482-518. 

Lovy of tH 

On exemption of estatcH from aalo : (Q.) 
39. 
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ifkniriam :(Q.).3si-3M. . 

UN iU iii oflctn : (Q.) 3S-». 

* 

Repr^zitfttion of minorities* on ; (Q.) 
. ■ 289.2dO. 

Lm^ fommiMioiis 

Issued by Pirojpur Civil Courts : (Q.) 
348-349. 

Loetl holitfftyi 

For Moslem festivals; (Q.) 238-239. 

UctJ n^yripaptri 

Publications of sales in : (Q.) 110-111. 

Lockhirt, Mr. A. R. E. 

Swami Jnanananil^ restrained from 
addressing public mc'etings ; (S. Q.) 412. 

Miktabi for boyt : (Q.) 246. 

Maiii, Mr. R. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933: 300-302. 

Convict Ambika Charan Chakravarty : 
(Q.) 101. 

Scheduled castes : (Q.) 42. 

Malaria 

In the Tipjwni district ; (Q.) 15-17, 

176-177. 

Mauiai 

In the Arambag 8iib<livision under the 
management of Clovornmcnt ; (Q.) 

24-26. 

Motfloal OoUfct 

Group of hospitals : (Q.) 347-348. 

Motfical Ooltogo Hospital, Calcutta : (Q.) 
36-37. 

Moiioal Mrvieos : (Q.) 27-32. 

Mombori 

Attendance of : 13, 89, 167, 232, 289, 338* 
403, 473. 

MMCIo OlatMntmploymbiit : (Q.) 407. 
MMwivos, Boagali : (Q.) 241-242. 

MWor, Mr. C. C. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933 : 133, 417-418. 


MiliorHfoi 

Representation of — on local bodies : (Q.) 
289-290. , ^ 

Mittori Hospital, Dacca :j(Q.) 94-95. 

MHtor, tbo Hon'blo Sir ProYatb 

Agricultural indebtedness : 480. 

Bengal Patni Taluks Regulation (Amend- / 
ment) Act, 1933: 124. * 

Calcutta Municipal *(Amen^.ent) Bill, 
1933:210, 255, 394, 442, 445, 446, 
448-449. 

Certificate sale of khas mahal jotes in 
Chittagong : (Q.) 473-474. 

Cess from the khas mahal and gpurt of 
wards estates of Bengal : (Q.) 123. 

Convict Ambika Charan Chakravarty : 

(Q.) 101. 

Detenu Sital Prosad Chatterjee ;ffQ.) 112. ^ 
Hyli Jail : (Q.) 91. 

Khas mahal in the Tangail sulxlivision ; 
(Q.) 23. 

Landlord fee establishment of the CoUec- 
torates : (Q.) 342-344. 

Levy of foe on exemption of estates from 
sale :*(Q.) 39. • 

Mauzas in the Arambag subdivision ilndcr 
the management of Government :*(Q.) * 
25-26. 

Political prisoners of Beng^ in the Anda- 
mans ; (Q.) 120-122. 

Publication of sales in local newspapers: 

(Q.) 111. 

Rate of interest for jotes in Chittagong 
(Q.) 19-20. 

Recruitment of deprt ssed class to offices of 
District Officers and Wards’ Estates ; 

® (Q.) 234-235. 

Remission of rents and cesses in Cliitta- 
gong: (Q.) 341. 

Revenue of pargana Ailafulghuri in the 
district of Bakarganj: (Q.) 98. 

Revenue Sale Law : (Q.) 179. 

Talukdars and jotedars in Chittagong: 
(Q.) 13-15. 

Mumiii, Kbtn Bahaiur MubamuMi AIM* 

Bengal Municipal Amendment Bill,^ 1933 : 

66 . 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment)^ Bill, 
1933 : 142, 143, 248, 263, 431, 490-491. 
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Civil Court Commissioners : (S. Q.) 340- 
•. 341. t 

Office of the Registrar, Joint Stock Com- 
panies : (Q.) 389. 

jjl^gisfiv, Joint-Stock Companies : (Q.) , 
355-386. 

, Teaching Staff of the Islam ia College, Cal- 
®outta ; (S. Q.) 186. 

Tenders fnyn Muhammadan Contractors 
for the construction of Prayer Hall at 
Islamia College : (S. Q.) 97. 

MaakirjM, Mr. Syamaprataa 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933^: 168-162, 204. 259-262, 362. 448, 
501-503, 604, 606^506. 

Disturbance at the Detention Camp, 
Sun* (Q.) 102-103. 

® Jute iomcast : (S. Q.) 478. 

Political prisoners of Bengal in the Aifda- 
mans : (S. Q.) 121. 

Teaching staff of*the Islamuv College, Cal- 
cutta : (S.Q.) 186. 

Moiltm FtstivaU 

• * Local holidays for: (Q.) 23S-239. 

MotorsfeMt Kandari ” 

Plying between* Narail and Nowpara : 
(Q.) 354-365. 

Muhammadani * 

Recruitment of - to EducatKjnal Services : 
(Q.) 340-361. 

Mulllck, Mr. Mukunda Behary 

Ballygimgc Government High School: 
(Q.) 104-106. ^ 

Seniority among members of the Bengal 
Educational Service ; (Q.) 22. 

Municipality 

Of Faridpur : (Q.) 174-175. 

Mvntttt 

Appointment of : (Q.) 46-47. 

MutUm Famala Training tchaol, Calcutta : 

<Q). 481. 

MVlMMiBill 

Quinine sold by post offices in the Kishore* 
ganj subdivision : (Q.) 167-169. 

Quinine supply to the District Board of : 
(Q.) 169-170. 


Xl 

Hal, Baku tttk Lai 

Cew from th# Khaa mahal and court of 
wards estates of Bengal : jQ.) 122. 
Shooting* in the Sundarbans"; (^.) 41* 

Nag, Reverend B.A. 

Calcutta Muncicipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933: 139, 148, 149-151. 106, 213, 
220-221, 267, 364, 488. 

Cinema HouHt-s in Calcutta : (S.Q.) 240. 

Narail and Nowpara 

Motorboat “Kandari” phing between : 
(Q ) 354-356. 

Naiimuddin, The Hon*hle Mr. Khwaja 

Dallygunge (lovcrnincnt High Schofil : 
(Q.) 106-107. 

Bengal (Rural) Primary Eduention Act ; 
(Q.) 96. 

Calcutta Muslim Konnir Training S(*h(a)I : 
(Q.) 481. 

Caning of boya in (lovcrnniciit schools; 
(Q.) 242-243. 

Copies (»f ilocumenlH from Bakargan) 
Hegistrotion Offices : (Q.) 475. 

Education of the cliildn ii of lidiourem r 
(Q.) 23-24. 

Etlucation of the deprcsMC<l clasKcs : (Q.) 

91. 

Female Primary (Mlucatnui ; (Q.) 480. 

Girls' High School in Noakliuli : (Q.) 

108 . 

Hindu Feinair Training ScIkmiI, ('alcutta : 
(Q.) 4M1. 

Leaving certificates from unrecognised 
schools: (Q.) 93-94. 

Librarians : (Q.) 352-364. 

JPresidency College : (Q.) 92-93. 

Primarj” schools ami maktahs for hoys ; 
(Q.) 246. 

Recruitment of Muhammatlans to Educa- 
tional Services ; (Q.) 360-351. 

Registration officM* at Kutulalia in Chitta- 
gong : (Q.) 119. ♦ 

Rural primary education : (Q.) 475-476. 

School Hygiene in (!ovt rnmenl Si-hools : 
(Q.) 247. 

School of Hygiene in (Calcutta ; (Q.' 

245-246. 
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fluimiii«a, TIm Hon*blt Mr. Khwaja 

Seniority among membcii of the Bengal 
Educational Service : (Q.) 22. 

Statutory Provincial Board fot Secondary 
Education: (Q.) 113-114. 

Teaching Staff of the lalamia College, 
Calcutta; (Q.) 182-186. 

Tenders form Muhammadan contractors 
for the construction of Prayer Hall at 
Islamia College ; (Q.) 07. 

New Bengal Municipal Act 

^Elections under the : (Q.) 175-170. 

Noakhali— 

Girls* High School in : (Q.) 108. 

Non-Agriculturicti 

Transfer of agricultural land to ; (Q.) 

406-407. 

Non-offleial Members’ Bill : h7, hh, iko. 
Obituary reference : 232-233. 

Objectionable posters 

Exhibited in jniblic jilaccs in (’alcutta and 
niufas.sal towns ; (Q.) 230. 

Office 

Of the Kcgistrar, Joint-Stoik Companies: 
(Q.) 350. 

Operation 

Of the liengal Suppression of Immoral 
TmOic Act, 1033; (Q.) 110-120, 

Pabna 

Haturia-Xaknlia Union Hoard : (Q.) 

43-44. 

Pargana Ailafulghuri 

Revenue of — m the district of Bakarganj : 
(Q.) 08. • 

Personnel 

Of the Provincial Road Roanl : (Q.) 
17M74. 

PIroJpur Civil Courts 

Local ^onunissioners issued by : (Q.) 

348-340. 

Platforms 

At the Gouripur-M.v'mensingh Station : 
(Q.) 179-180. 


PoMar, Mr. Anaada Mobaa 

Collective fines (ft.) 89. 

^ Levy of fee onaexemption of estates from* 
sale: (Q.) 39. 

Police-station 

Chanditala — insanitary condition of ; 

(Q.) 405-406. 

Political cases 

Fees paid to lawi'ers ^^nducting : 
(Q.^ 11.5-116. 

Political prisoners 

Of Bengal in the Andamans ; (Q.) 120- 
1 2^^ 

Posters • 

Objectionable — exhibited in CalPutta and 
rnufassal towns^: (Q.) 230, 

Post offices • 

Quinine sold by — m the KishoVeganj sub® 

« division, ^fyinensingb : (Q.) 167-160. 

Prayer Hall at Islamia Coilege 

Tenders from Muhammadan contractors 
for the construction of : (Q.) 97. 

Prentice, the Hon’ble Sir William 

Appointment of backward dosses in the* 
Bakarganj district : (Q.) 100-1 jp. 

Appointment of Mui^^ds^ (Q-) 9:7. • 

Bengal Juduial Servii'C : (Q.) 238. 

The Bengal Nurses Bill. 1*63 : (Q.) 59-60, 
64-65. 

Bengal Places of Public Amusement Bill, , 
1933: 66-67,70-71,74-78,80-82,84-87. 

Central Munsifs’ Courts : (Q.) 338-339. 

Central Mimsif's Court at Com lla : (Q.) 
t^Ol. 

, Central Munsif's C'ourt at Dacca: (Q.) 
39. 

Cme:na Houses in Calcutta : 240. 

Civil (\>urt Commissioners; (Q.) 340-341. 

Collective fines ; (Q.) 89-90. 

Diaturbamx) at the Detention Camp, 
Suri : (Q.) 103-104. 

Disturbance in Suri Jail : (Q.) 292-293. 

Fees paid to lawyers for conducting 
political cases : (Q.) 115-116. 

Government services for tht scheduled 

*' castes of Bengal : (Q.) 101-102. 

Local commissions issued by Pirojpur 
Civil Courts ;. (Q.) 349. 
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Nmtiet, IN Hon'bto Sir Wiilitm 

Objectionable posters exhibited in public 
» places in Calcutta and^ufassal towns : 
(Q.) 239. 

Operation of the Bengal Suppression of 
Imnftiral Traffic Act, 1933 : 119. 

Process-servers of Howrah and Ahporc 
Sadar: (Q.) 118. 

itpcruitment of Ahirs of Bihar and rmte<l 
Province^ as ccfhstables in Bengal • 
(Q.) 37-38. 

Scheduled castes : (Q.) 42-4.3, 237. 

St^te prisoner Jj^otish Chandra (Ihosh ; 
(Q.) 292. 

Strictiy^R on Covernmont ortirinls m 
High'Court judgments : (Q.) 211. 

Swnmi Jnananandl^ restrained from 
addressing public meetings - (Q.) 
411-4kfi.. 

Prslidency College : (g.) 9i 93. ^ 

Presidency General Hospital : (g ) 34.7-347 
President, Mr. fihe Hon'ble Raja Sir 
Manmatha Nath Ray Chowdhury, Kt., of 
‘ Santosh) 

Obser\ations and rulings b\ 

AdjouAiment of tlie lldu f' is t'niin-lv 
oin the hands of tb(‘ Hon’lle tlie 
^ • Presidem : ^04-39.-.. 

A member must baxe h.H own wu\ of 
developin,g his agrtH.-menl*- 19.‘) 

A memlier must n'abse Ins resjHuisdal- 
« ity and make fresh and subatantial 
contribution to the debate . 231. 

A member who is in jkirm-ssioii of the 
House cannot be stojiped ; 4H7. 
Anything construed ns a r*dl(»eyon on 
the House cannot be allowed : 192. 
Difficulties arc imaginary when ftn* 
substance of two different ( lause-s are 
the same : 413. 

Expressions which do not atld weight 
to a member's argument may be 
withdrawn: 256. 

Flinging remarks is no business of a 
membor; 451. ^ 

For the sake of correct procedure it is 
, necessary to bring up the original 
clause as U was when it was referred 
to the Select Committee and Hhe 
new details in the shape of a new 
clause : 368. 


President, Mr. (the Hon'Me Ri|e Mr 
Manmatha N|th Ray OhtwdNry, Ki, of 
Santosh) 

In tha event of an amendment being 
aecepted, the House may* not think 
of omitting a claiiKe altogether ; 438. 

It IS not fair to make the Hon'ble 
Minister resjHinsiblc for any pamphlet 
issmsl by the Publicity Department: 
2!t>. 

It IS not open to a memlter tti rt‘-o|KUi 
a ilebut<' that has alr(*ady Issi'n 
closed • 22 n. 

Members may I <' stojijH'il to put an end 
to future wordy duels from a retaliat. 
ing nu'ml ei . 219, 

Mi'IiiIhu's must l ike Iboir fS'ats wboii 
file Heu'ble the President rises to 
adtln' 'S the Hou-m' . 44(i. 

» 

Memlx'rs slioiild t tadine tlx'ir remarks 
to tliat jnii 1 leiilm (lausi'iliat is befnie 
the House . 227 

Nothing i.aid outside eun h iniidi' an 
offshoot of the (|( bate inside thi' 
(’ImmlxT 447. 

One <-Hnnot aei-use nn_\ oni of making 
fal-e statemeiilH. 'I'liey may, at least, 
be ineorrect ; 191. 

President may t.r may not ineejit a 
short tad lee amendment . There ih no 

«piestion of rigid : 471 

Bedraft of amendment need not be 
iiKAed, when it has la'cn well pliued 
in the Bill and eirculuted uialrr 
Hon’ble the IVesaletd 'a ruling : 

Bepiditioii iH no er.me providial tlie 
same nrgmneiitM are put in diffen-nt 
irnjiressue wa.Ns, rbffenudly clothed : 
23U. 

Rej>ly to a previous debate eamad Ixi 
allowed. 222. 

Slandering Stdect Commit Uvi memlsjrs 
is a hlandi'r on the House itwlf ; 193. 

The Chair cannot 1.43 oxjicclcd to pro- 
nouneo an opinion whedher sugges- 
tions of two memlx’rs are identical 
or not ; 434. 

The Cliair gives amjilo scojic to membera 
to put forward their view pointa ; 
330, 
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Prtiltftiiti Mr. (ttif Htii'Mt Raja Mr 
Maamatlui Rath Ray ChhM^hury, Kt, at 

tantaih) 

The Chair is prepared tp wfigft in the 
balance any a^T&e gi#eu openly lor 
privately if it is given in the right 
spirit and with becoming manners : 
231. 

The Chair may object to the introduction 
of new matters into a clause by 
means of an amendment which is 
beyond the scope of the clause itself : 
il3. 

The Chair may revise its decision if 
there is any substance in the full 
statement of the leader of a particular 
group : 271. 

The Chair should not prevent a party 
leader from making introductory 
remarks; 251. 

The Chair will prevent the majority 
from tyrannising over the minority as 
much as it will prevent the minority 
from obstructing the majority in the 
pursuit of their work : 271-272. 

The House may accepit or reject a 
short -not ice amendment which has 
been pormittixi by the Hon'ble the 
President : 469. 

The practice of speaking before Govern- 
ment sjiokesman should be followed 
ujider normal conditions as they have 
got to meet so many points raised by 
different sections in the House ; but 
one may have to apeak after him 
when a ministor makes out an al- 
together now point which requires a 
reply: 419. 

Until the whole clause of which the 
section is a part has been accepted by 
the House it is certainly assailable? 
364. 

Wo are more accustomed to abuse, 
direct or implied : 618. 

When a member denied having made a 
statement, it i» wise not to dilate on 
it. •ft is a pariiamentary praotice 
to accept a member’s statement : 
267-268. 

When an amendment is applied to two 
clauses, participators may divide their 
speeches into two parts : 483. 


Prttldfnt, Mr. Hm'Ms Raja Mr 
Maamajha Hath Ray Chawaftary, Kt, §f 
Santath) ^ 

W’hen a party leader has made a state* 
ment, it is not necessary for other 
members of that group A make 
another statement : 272. 

\^Tlen it is not within the powrer of the 
Chair to compel a member in posles- 
Biori of the HotlBe to yield, members 
may take notes of the points raised 
by him : 381. 

PratMt 

Darjeeling and Private Secretary’s: (Q.) 
178. 

Primary Education 

Bengal (Rural) : (Q.) 96-96. 

Primary education 

Ffmale : (Q.) 480. 

Primary ichooii and mak|aht for boyi : (Q.) 
246. 

Private Secretary's Press ; (Q.) 178. 
Process-servers ^ * 

Of Howrah and Alipore Sailar : (Q.^ 118, 

Project 

Dacca-Aricha Railway : (Q.) 99-100. 

Prerogatien : 618. ^ 

Provincial Road Board 

Personnel of the : (Q.) 171-174. 

Puklication 

Of s^es in local new8j>ai>er8 : (Q.) 110-111. 

Pujriic meetinfs 

Sw’ami Jnanananda restralhed from 
atldressing : (Q.) 410-412. 

PtthHc phieas 

Objectionable posters exhibited in : (Q.) 
239. 

Quaeom, Mautvi Akul 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill. 

1933 : 390, 391, 464^ 

Kala-azar in Khulna : (Q.) 46. 

Primary schools and maktabs for boye : 
(S, Q.) 246. 



Starred; 13-40, 81-1%, 167-178, 233 240. 

289-293, 338-348, 403-409, 473-478. 
^nstarred: 41-47, 114-?24, 178-186, 242- 
247, 293, 348-359, 410-412, 479-481. 

gainina* 

. Sold by post ‘ oftices in the Kishoreganj 
^ subdivision, Myraonsmgli : (Q.) 167-169. 
Supply to the District -Bonnl of Mymen- 
singh : {%.) 169.fto. 

Rahman, Alaiihri Aiiiur 

Recruitment of Muhammadans to Edura- 
^ioiial Services : (Q.) 349-350. 

Presidency Ccfllegc : (Q.) 91-92. 

Railway lavat crouing 

Baruipur-Lakhikantajnir : (Q.) 479, 

Rata . * 

^ • 

Of intemt for jotes in Chittagong - (Q.) 
19-20. a 

Ral Mahatai, Munigdra Dab 

Begumpur stationon East Indian Rail\vu\ • 
(Q.) 409. 

Bengal Patni Taluks Regulation (,\rnfnd- 
ment)<Act, 1933 : 123-124. 

Caliutta Municipal (Amondrnont) Bill, 
F933:188, ;87.188, 272-273, 274, 

281-282, 319, 322-323, 327, 332-333, 
365, 430-4jjl, 459. 

Caning of boys in Government schools : 
4Q.) 242-243. 

Ferry accidents in Bengal ; (Q.) 244. 
Insanitary condition of Chanditala iwlue- 
station : (Q.) 405-406. 

Librarians : (Q.) 351-352, 354. ^ 

Personnel of the Provincial Road Board ; 

{S. Q.) 174. • 

Publication of sales in local new8pa|x;rs: 
(Q.) 110-111. 

Scale of pay of services under the Govern- 
ment of Bengal : (Q.) 102. 

Ray, Btbu Amalyadhan 

Appointment of backward classes in the 
Bakarganj district : (Q.) 109-110. 
Appointment : (Q.) 46. 

Calcutta CorpjWtion : (Q.) 408. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) BilL 
1933 : 146-147, 148, 319-322, 511. 


Ray, Babu Amulyaihan 

Elections umit'r the Bengal Muniei|ml 
--^et : (Q.) n5176. 

Faridpjir^Munieipahty ; (Q.) 174-176. 

Medical services : (S<, Q.) 32. 

Scheduled castes : (S. Q.)43. 

Ray, Babu Khittir Mahan 

Central Munsifs’Uuirts : (Q.) 338-3^9. 

Central Munsif’s Court at Comilla : (Q.) 291. 

Omlral Munsif’s Court at Dacca ; 
(S. g.) 40. 

Malaria in the Tipix-ra district : ((/} 1517, 

Malaria in Tipi^ ra : (Q.) 176-177. 

IVrhonncl of the Pn>\ incial Road Board: 
(S.g.) 174 

Proei‘KS servers of Howrah aiui Alipore 
Sadar : (Q.) IIK. 

Quiiiiiie solil hy post olbees in the Kishore- 
gaiij Kuhilivision, Myinensingh : 
(S. g.) J6S, 

Repair of roads hy TipjsTa District Boarti : 
(g.) 170. 171. 

Ray, Mr. Shanti ShikharMwar 

Bengal Places of Public Amusi'inent 
Bill, 1033; 67. 6S, 70, 73-74, 76-78, 
82-83. 

('alcutta Min)i(i|ml (.\iiicndment ) Bill, 
1933 : 131-132, 156. 222. 223. 224-225, 

255, 256-257, 25S. 259, 265, 272. 284,* 
285-286, 287 2sk. .308-309, 336, 360, ^ 
412, 423, 434, 4tS0.462. 4ti3, 484. 486- 
487. 

Caning of bo>s m Govemuant high 
schoftls ; (S. g.) 243. 

Disturhame in Sun .lull ; (Q.) ^92-293. 

Hatunu Nukaha Vnioii Board, Pahna : 
(g.) 43-44. 

^ Jute forecast : (S. g.) 477-478. 

Political prisoners of Bengal in the Anda- 
mans : (S. g.) 121-122. 

Swami Jnnnanunda restrained from ad- 
dressing public meetings: (fS. g.)4il- 
412. 

Ray Chowdhury, Mr. K. C. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933; 206, 432, 515. 

Education of the children of lalxmrors : 
(8. Q.) 24. 
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lUy CiMwdhury. Mr K. 0. 

Talkie Houses, Cinemas and Theatres: 

(8. Q.) 118. 

Ray Chowdhury, Babu Satith CRandra 

Bengal Places of Public Amusement Bill, 

• 1933 : 67, 71-73. 

Calcutta Munici piR (Amendment) Bill, 
1: 298-300. 309, 316-310, 416-417, 
&-441, 465-466. 

Cattle improvement : (S. Q.) 38. 

Landlord fee establishment of the Col- 
lectorates ; (Q.) 341-342, 344. 

Malaria in the Tippera district : (S. Q.) 
17. 

Medical services : (S. Q.) 30. 

Quinine sold ]>y post ofHces in the Kishore- 
ganj subdivision, Mymensingh : (Q.) 

167-168. 

Quinine supply to the Distrnt Board of 
#-4Iyi^enHingh : (Q.) 169. 

Hepresentaticjii of minorities <*n lo»al 
bodies: (Q.) 289. 

» Reyetlfie Sale Law : (Q.) 178-179. 
Scheduled castes : (Q.) 230-237. 

Raeruitment 

Of Ahirs of Bihar and United Provinces 
as tjonstahlcs in Bengal : (Q.) 37-38. 
dcpro8.Med class to ortic(>8 of District 
IN 16|Bcer8 and Wards’ Estates; (Q.) 233- 
23151. 

Of Muhamniadans to Educational Ser- 
\ice8: (Q.) 349-361. 

Raifitrar 

Joint-Stock Companies ; (Q.) 366-359. 

Olfieo of tho — , Joint Stock Companies : 
(Q.) 359, 

Rtgiitration offlea 

At Kiitubdia in Chittagong : (Q.) 1 19. 

Raminion 

Of rents and cesses ui Chittagong : (Q.) 341. 

Rtnti 

Remission of — in Chittagong ; (Q.) 341. 

Rtptir off roads ^ 

By Tippera Dtstrict Board : (Q.) 170-171. 


Rtpr6s#f|taffion 

Of minorities on local bodies : (Q.) 289-290. 

Rovtnuo 

Of pargana Ailafulghuri in the district of 
Bakarganj : 

Sale law : (Q.) 178-179. ^ 

Roy, tho Hon’bIrSif BiJoy Pratod Singh 

Bengali midwives : (Q.) 242.* 

Bengal Munieipal '' (Amendld^t) Bill, 
1933 : 47-49, 52, 68-59. 

Calcutta Corporation : (Q.) ^08. 

Calcutta Municipal (Amendment) Bill, 
1933: 124-126, 127, 131, 191, 206-208, 
209, 210, 211, ‘212, 216, 217, 221-222, 
249, 251, 252, 258, 267, 274, 276-277, 
279, 280, 284, 303-304, 30S, 3l0-311, 
313, 314, 318-319, 321, 322, 323, 325, 
« 327, 328. 336, 337, 360, 364, 366, 366, 
367, 368, 369, 371-372, 374, 381, 391, 
.392-393, 396-397, 39%, 402, 418-419, 424, 
427-428, 43th 432-433, 434-435, 436, 440, 
441-442.447, 452.454-455,456, 458, 
459, 468, 483, 488, 494-495, 497-498, 
500-‘501, 504, 505, 513. 

Calcutta Medical College Hospital (Q.) 
3t;-37. 

Cattle impro\ement : (Q.) 38. 

Distnet Health Officers : (Q.) 39. 

Edible fihh oil : (Q.) lSMh2. 

Elections uniier the new Bengal Municipal 
Act : (Q.) 176. 

Fandpur Municipality : (Q.) 176. 

Ferfv accidents m Bengal : (Q.) 244. 

Haturia-Nakalia Union Board, Pabna : 
(Q.) 44. 

Insanitarj^ condition of Chanditala police- 
station : (Q.) 406. 

Kala-azar in Khulna : (Q.) 46. 

Malaria in the Tippera district : (Q.) 16-17. 

Malaria in Tippera : (Q.) 176-177. 

Medical College group of hospitals : (Q.) 
347-348. 

Medical services : (Q.) 27-32. 

Mela Sanitation Bill, 19lMi ; 186. 

Report presented : 186. 

Mitford Hospital, Dacca : (Q.) 94-96. 
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thf Hon'blt Sir BiJ«y PrtMtf Sifigii 

Personnel of the Road Board : 

(Q.) 172-174. , 

Presidency Gener|kl Hospital : (Q.) 345-347. 
Quinine sold by post oflicca in the Kishore- 
ganf subdivision,? ^lymenslngh : (Q.) 
168-169. 

Quinin,^ supply to the District Board of 
•Mymensingh : (Q.) 169-170. 

Repair of r^ad by 'Miiperu District Board : 

mm* 

Represehtation ^of niinontics on local 
^bodies : (Q.) 289 -lM)0. 

Small-pox ^ epidemii^s in Bengal: (Q.) 
2^5 

Talkie Houses, Ciminas and Theatres: 
(Q.) 116-118. • 

Theniiiil treatment of cholera : (Q.) 177. 
Union I^arda ; (Q.) 21. 

toy Choudhuri, Babu Hem Chandra • 

Calcutta Medi^’al College Ho-spital ; 
(S. Q.) 36-37. 

Civil Court Commissioners : (S Q ) 340. 
Co-operative audit fees : (S, Q.) 36. 

Ferry aeaidents m Bengal : tS. Q.) 244. 
Giqbi’ High School in Koakhali : (Q.) lOH. 
Kata-azar m Klgilna (S. Q.) 46. 

Khas mahal in the Ttingail subdu ision . 
(S. Q.) 23.# 

Landlord fee establishment of the (’ol- 
%ct orates : (S. Q.) 344. 

Live-stxjck oflicers : (S. Q.) 33. 

Malaria in the Tippcra district : (S. Q.) 17. 
Quinine sold by post offices in the Kishore- 
ganj subdivision, Mymensingh : |<S. Q.) 
168-169. 

• 

Recruitment of depressed class to offices 
of District Ofl&ccrs and Wards’ EstaU's : 
(Q.) 233-235. 

Representation of minorities on local 
bodies : (S. Q.) 290. 

Talukdars and jotedars in Chittagong : 
(S. Q.) 14. 

tmral primary tducation : (Q.) 475 476- 
lahapa, Babu Satya Kfnkar 

Caning of boys in Government schools : 

' (8. Q.) 242-243. 

Librarians y[S. Q.) 354.. 
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Sabana, Babu Satya Kinkar 

Personnel of the Provincial Road Board ; 

(S. Q.)174.* 

Union Boards : (Q.) 21. 

Sales 

Publication of — ii^ local neus|ia|H)ni *. 
(Q.) 110-111. 

Samad, Mauivi Abdut ^ 

Ualeuttu Municipal (Amendment) *BilL 
1933 : 1.33-135 229 230. 275. 

Scale of pay 

Of M'rviccs iindiT the OoNcrniiieiit of 
<»f Bengal : (Q.) 102. 

Scheduled Caitei : (Q.) 42-43 ; 236-237. 
Government HerMccs for l!ie — of B<*ngul t 
(^.) I6M02. 

School Hygiene ^ ^ . 

In (o»\cninicnt hi hooln ; (Q.) 246-247. 

School of Hygiene 

In Ualciitfa : (Q.) 215-216. ^ 

Secondary Education 

Statutory Broviiicml Hoaid for; 

(Q.) 113114. 

Sen, Rai Bahadur Jogtih Chandra 

Baniipiir LnKhiknnta|iur Jtailvay 
croHHing : (Q.) 47!>. 

Bongo! IMaccs of I’liblic Annim nicnt Bill, 
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